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THURSDAY, JULY 29, 1954 


Unirep STATES SENATE, 
SupcoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act AND OruErR INTERNAL 
Security Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Wash ington, dD. 0. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Hon. William E. Jenner presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner (presiding) and Welker. 

Also present: Richard Arens, special counsel; and Frank W. 
Schroeder and Edward R. Duffy, professional staff members. 

Chairman Jenner. The committee will come to order. 

Call the first witness. 

Mr. Arens. The first witness, Mr. Chairman, is Mr. Grigoriy Pet- 
rovich Klimov. 

Chairman Jenner. Do you swear that the testimony you will give 
in this hearing will be the ‘truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. IX LiMov. ] do. 

Chairman JenNer. You are here this morning with an interpreter. 

Will you be sworn to testify? Do you swear that the testimony 
given in this hearing will be truly interpreted 4 

Mr. Seresrennixov. I do. 

Chairman Jenner. Will you state your full name? 


TESTIMONY OF GRIGORIY PETROVICH KLIMOV, MUNICH, GER- 
MANY, THROUGH INTERPRETER, E. S. SEREBRENNIKOV 


Mr. Kurmov. Grigoriy Petrovich Klimov. 

Chairman Jenner. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Krimov. Munich, Germany. 

Chairman Jenner. What is your business or profession ? 
Mr. Kuimov. A writer and journalist. 

Chairman Jenner. How long have you been in this country ? 
Mr. Kuimov. Three weeks. 

Chairman Jenner. Where do you come from? 

Mr. Kuimoy. From Munich. 

Chairman Jenner. Munich, Germany ? 

Mr. Kuimoy. Yes. 

Chairman Jenner. Are you a resident of Germany ? 

Mr. Kuimov. Yes. 

Chairman JENNER. How long have you resided in Germany ? 
Mr. Kurmov. Since 1947. 

Chairman JENNER. Where did you reside prior to that? 
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Mr. Kirov. In Berlin, in the Soviet side; the headquarters of the 
Soviet military administration in Karlhorst, in Germany. 

Chairman JENNER. Where did you reside prior to that time? 

Mr. Kuiov. In the city of Novocherkassk. 

Chairman Jenner. How long did you reside there? 

Mr. Kuimov. From 1918 to 1941. 

Chairman Jenner. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Kuimov. In Novocherkassk 

Chairman JENNER. When? 

Mr. Kurmov. Twenty sixth of September 1918. 

Chairman Jenner. In other words. you lived where you were born 
i made this last move? 

Mr. Kurwov. Yes. 

Chairman Jenner. Are you a married man? 

Mr. KLImMov. A single one, 

Chairman Jenner. Have you ever been married? 

Mr. Kuimov. No. 

Chairman Jenner. You may proceed with the questioning. 

Mr. Arens. You have a prepared statement which you have sub- 
mitted for incorporation in the record of the Internal Security Sub- 
committee of the Senate; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kuimov. Ye 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest that this prepared statement 
of Mr. Klimov be incorporated in the record at this point and that he 
now proceed extemporaneously. 

Chairman Jenner. It may go into the record and become a part of 


it. 
(‘J he statement referred to f yllows 4 
STATEMENT OF Gricorty Perrovicn KLIMOV 
PERSONAL HISTORY 
I, Grigoriy Petrovich Klimov, was born in Novocherkassk, in northern 


Caucasus, on September 26, 1918. My father was a medical doctor, and my 
moiher a nurse, From 1926 to 1936 I studied in the 10-year school from which I 
was graduated, From 1936 to 1941 I studied in the Industrial Institute in 
Ordzhonikidze, and graduated in 1941 with a diploma in electrical engineering. 
I worked as engineer-constructor in plant No. 645 in Gor’kiy from 1941 to 1943. 
In 1943, I was mo zed in the Red Army and fought in the Leningrad sector 
of the front. I was wounded, and upon leaving the hospital I was sent to the 
Special Reserve Officer Regiment No. 96 (OPROS 96). In the summer of 
1944, I was assigned to the Red Army Military Institute of Foreign Languages, 
where I was admitted to the lust grade of the German faculty because of my 
knowledge of Germa Upon graduating from the institute, in June 1945, and 
being a German-s king engineer, 1 was sent to the main headquarters of the 
Soviet occupation troops in Germany, SVAG in Berlin-Karlhorst. From June 
1945 to February 1946 I worked as economie adviser of General Shabalin, chief 
of the economic administration in the SVAG, Following the reorganization of 
the economic administration in February 1946 I was transferred to the industrial 
administration of the SVAG, headed by A. Aleksandroyv, where I occupied the 
position of chief engineer for electrical industry until February 1947, 

After being demobilized and sent back to the Ministry of Electrical Industry 
in Moscow, I decided to break away from the Soviet regime, and to flee West. 
My demobilization and the transfer to Moscow were due to the fact that, although 
I was an officer and an engineer, I was not a party member. After the war all 
SVAG employees were thoroughly investigated for political reliability. About 20 
percent were deemed politically unreliable and were sent back to Moscow. I was 


che of them. 
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In February 1947 I crossed the border into the American zone of Germany 
where, after being checked, I was granted political asylum. Since then, I lived 
first in Stuttgart, and then in Munich, where I worked as jvurnalist, and wrote 
the book, The Berlin Kreml, about my work in the SVAG. The book was pub- 
lished in Russian, German, French, and English (the English title is the Machine 
of Terror). 

In 1952, I started to publish the mugazine Svoboda (Freedom), in cooperation 
With a group of postwar emigres from the U.S. 8. R. In 1952 we organized the 
Central Union of Postwar Emigres from the U. 8S. S. R. (TsSOPE), with the 
magazine Svoboda as its official publication. TsOPE carried on active anti- 
Communist work beyond the Iron Curtain, through pamplilets and radio 
broadeasts. 

rhe purpose of my visit to the United States is to organize the work of the 
TsOlV’E members here, in order to increase the anti-Communist struggle beyond 
the Iron Curtain; it is also to reestablish contacts with the United States public 
circles in order to get their support for our work, and to present them our goals 
and problems in the struggle against communism. Moreover, we also seek the 
support of the United States public and of the United States Program for the 
Support of Emigres (USEP) in order to improve the social conditions of the 
postwar emigres from the U.S. 8. R. 

I do not want to repeat the well-known truisms regarding the Communist 
system, and I shall merely stress a few facts I know, which confirm the ag- 
gressiveness aiming at the world domination by the Communists. 

In surveying the Soviet policies toward Americans, of the period which fol- 
lowed immediately the end of the war, the most striking facts are related to the 
attitude of the Soviet representatives in the Allied Control Commission in Berlin. 
My chief, General Shabalin, equally represented the Soviets in the Economic 
Management of the Control Commission. His colleagues were General Draper 
for the United States. Sir Perey Mills for the United Kingdom, and General 
Sergent for France. From the first day of the commission’s work, General 
Shabalin applied all the means available to sabotage the operations of the 
Meonomic Management, whose primary assignment was to implement the Plan 
for the Economie Demilitarization of Germany which was adopted at the Pots- 
dam Conference, The purpose of this sabotage by the Soviets was to slow down 
and to delay the implementation of the plan which aimed at either the destruc- 
tion or at the demilitarization of the German war industry. In fact, the Soviets 
were not interested in the destruction of the German war industry, but rather 
in its transfer to the U. S. S. R. This was what they actually achieved. 

While General Shabalin applied all his skill to delay the application of the 
demilitarization plan signed in Potsdam by Stalin, the Soviet dismantling teams, 
from May 1945 to March 1946, took apart and shipped to the U.S. S. R. practically 
all the military, semimilitary, and basic industries of the Soviet zone of Germany. 
This was done in spite of the demilitarization plan providing that all the war 
industry was to be destroyed on the spot. General Shabalin followed direct 
orders from the Kremlin, with which he was connected by telephone and from 
which he received his daily instructions. Thus, immediately after the end of 
the war, the U. S. S. R. set the increase of its own war potentialities as its main 
task. In the meantime, everybody, including Soviet officers of the Control 
Commission, knew that the United States demobilized cempletely both their 
army and their industry. 

Simultaneous!y the Soviets were busily occupied with economic espionage in 
the American occupational zone of Germany. I know of a case when Major Filin 
officially a worker in the editorial oftices of Taegliche Rundschau, and unofficially 
an officer of Soviet economic intelligence, handed over to General Shabalin for 
his use a file of secret material on German economy. This file, which was handed 
over to me for processing, contained materials of the (Imperial (?)) Reich 
Institute of Economie Statistics, which reached Soviet hands through unofficial 
ways, i. e., through Soviet agents, from the headquarters of the American eco- 
nomic intelligence (it seems that this is in Heidelberg). Since I was familiar 
with the signature stamps affixed to the Soviet and American secret and unclassi- 
fied documents, which I learned through my work with the documents passing 
through the control council, it was perfectly obvious for me that these docu- 
ments could have gotten into Soviet hands only through wiudercover ways, i. e., 
through Soviet agents in the American Army. Such documents were regularly 
received in the economic administration of the SVAG, I knew of it, but they all 
passed not through my hands, but through the secret section of the SVAG, 
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At that time the American side, basing itself on the Potsdam agreement, 
regularly and carefully transmitted to the Soviet side through the Allied Con- 
trol Commission official economie information about everything which the 
Americans considered worthy of attention in their zone of Germany. This in- 
formation was honest and conscientious; it was very useful to the Soviets, and 
we, the Soviet economic officers, often wondered at the naivete of the Americans, 
since the Soviet side either did not give the Americans similar information on 
the Soviet zone at all, using silly excuses, like shortage of typists and so on, 
or gave them deliberately incomplete and distorted information. 

Besides the dismantling of German war industries for the purpose of increasing 
their own war potentials, the Soviets gave especial attention to the utilization of 
German scientists, working on military research and inventions. The chief of 
the science and technical section of the SVAG was Colonel Kondakov, whose 
tasks included the bringing out of resolutions on such questions. I will give 
one separate example. 

In June 1946 Colonel Kondakov asked me to accompany him to Potsdam, 
where he was to question a German scientist held under arrest by the MVD. 
The story follows: 

“The German scientist, whose name I was never given, worked during the 
last years of the war with other scientists on the construction of rockets, directed 
by remote control, and destined for fighting enemy planes. This work was not 
completed by the end of the war. Therefore, after the end of the war, this 
German, who lived in the French Zone of occupation applied to the French 
occupational authorities for assistance in completing his work, and in exchange 
he offered his invention to the French Government for their use. The Soviet 
Communist network in the French occupational armies instead notified the 
respective Soviet organs of the matter. As a result, the scientist was kidnapped 
by the Soviet secret police, and had been held for several months in the in- 
vestigation jail of the Potsdam MVD. They tried here to force the German 
to work for the Soviets, but he insisted that in order to continue his work 
he needs all his drawings and figures, which are in the hands of his fellow 
workers in the French Zone, and therefore he requested permission to take a 
trip to the French Zone in order to obtain these drawings. The Soviets could 
not agree to this, since they did not believe that he would come back. Therefore, 
the Soviets tried to force him to resume his work, while the German insisted 
that this work was the result of research by an entire group of scientists over 
a period of several years. Therefore, he was actually unable to resume 
his work. The Soviets decided that this was sabotage. Colonel Kondakov had 
to make a decision on this affair. As a result the German was to be sent under 
guard to work on the Soviet scientific research station of Peenemiinde, where the 
German and Soviet scientists continued research work on improvements of the 
rocket-type missiles of the type of the German V1, V2. etc.” 

On the same day Colonel Kondakoy conducted the questioning of another Ger- 
man scientist, who had also been kidnapped by the MVD from the Western Zone 
of Germany. This was a specialist in low-voltage technique, who was working 
on the invention of a peculiar apparatus of the radar type. Colonel Kondakov 
ordered to have him sent under guard for work in the scientific research Soviet 
base in Arnstadt, where Colonel Vasil'yev was chief. On the same day Colonel 
Vasil’yev received for his decision a number of scientific research subjects and 
materials pertaining to war, which were carried out by various German scien- 
tists residing in the Western Zones of Germany. All this material was 
received through the channels of the German Communist Party in Western Ger- 
many or through the Soviet network in the Soviet occupational armies. This 
shows the extent of the interest of the Soviet Government in war research of 
German scientists. It is therefore clear that the thoughts of the Soviet Govern- 
ment were directed toward preparation for war. 

Since the very beginning of the Soviet occupation of Eastern Germany, the 
Soviets were not convinced that they would be able to stay in Germany for a 
long time. Out of this premise, their economic policy aimed at dismantling and 
taking out of Germany in the shortest possible time everything which had any 
value at all as a military or economic potential. During 1945-46 the Soviets 
dismantled everything, even things which they would have urgently needed 
in the near future if they thought at that time of staying in Germany for any 
length of time. Therefore, in 1947, when the Soviets became convinced that 
they could stay in Germany in the future, they were forced to rebuild with 
German labor, time and again, the enterprises which they had dismantled in 
1vi5. These enterprises turned out to be essential for the Soviets for satisfying 
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requirements of the Soviet occupational forces in Germany and for the supply 
of products to the Soviet Union as reparations. Had the Soviets from the very 
beginning thought of staying in Germany for a lengthy time, they would never 
have taken apart the enterprises, which later proved to be essential for supply- 
ing the needs of their own occupational forces and for reparations. 

How can one explain this uncertainty of the Soviets that they would be able to 
establish themselves in Germany for a lengthy time? The Soviets approached 
the question from the angle of their own ideology: The one who is strong domi- 
nates the situation, At that time Soviet Armies were thoroughly exhausted, 
while the American Armies had only just reached their normal battle strength. If 
the American Armed Forces had been controlled by a dictatorship, a simple ulti- 
matum would have sufliced, and the Soviet Armies would have been forced to 
clear out not oniy of Eastern Germany, but of the whole of Eastern Europe. 
Reasoning from their own ideology the Soviets considered this possibility and 
tried to get out of Germany everything they needed. 

At that time the Soviets carried out a policy of bluffing. On one hand they 
behaved provocatively in the Allied Control Commission and demanded maxi- 
mum concessions from the Western Allies, and in general the maximum of every- 
thing in the field of politics and economics. On the other hand, they considered 
the possibility that the West might not agree to these demands and make some 
demands of its own—including the evacuation of Soviet Armies of occupation 
from Eastern Germany. And the Soviets seriously considered this eventuality. 
This can be clearly seen from the fact that during the first year of occupation 
the Soviets applied themselves practically only to the dismantling, all the other 
changes in principles of economic and political structure of Eastern Germany 
were begun by the Soviets considerably later. 

I arrived at this conclusion from the reading of many official documents which 
passed through the private office of the chief of Economic Administration of the 
SVAG, where I was employed, and also from the personal directives, orders, and 
words of General Shabalin. 

The Soviet occupational forces did not feel sure of their position in Germany, 
and this was especially noticeable at headquarters; this is confirmed by the 
fact, the simple human fact that many of the officers who had their families, 
wives, and children, with them, always kept an emergency reserve of gasoline 
in their cellars. This emergency reserve which was kept in the cellar of the 
home of almost every officer having a family, consisted of 20 or 30 cans of 
gasoline, and was kept for the eventuality that they may have to retreat from 
Germany in a disorderly manner, more plainly—to flee under bombardments from 
the front and from the rear, as happened to the Soviet military in the Baltic area 
during the first days of the 1941 war. The Soviet officers in Karlshorst knew 
how provocative and insolent was the policy conducted by the Soviets in the 
Allied Control Commission. They also considered the strength of the Western 
side and acknowledged the possibility of military actions on the part of the 
Americans, including the possibility of war. When, early in 1946, the Soviet 
military authorities forbade any contacts of the Soviet military with the Western 
Allies and introduced restrictions bordering on wartime restrictions, this served 
as further proof for the Soviet officers that war was possible. 

This is the difference between the psychology of the Soviets and the psychology 
of the West. 

One year after the end of the war, when the Soviets realized that the West 
was giving in to them in everything and that it was possible for them to establish 
themselves in Germany for a long time, the Soviets began working on reforms 
of a long-range nature, which would guarantee to them economic and political 
domination of the country for a long time. This was the plan for the enslave- 
ment of Germany. 

The economic enslavement of Germany was chiefly carried out by two 
measures: (a) The agrarian reform, and (0) the socialization of industry. Let 
us take a look at both measures: 


(A) THE AGRARIAN REFORM 


The purpose of the agrarian reform was the liquidation of the class of inde- 
pendent farmers-producers, who, obviously, were opposed to the regime of the 
so-called people’s democracy. The Soviets first took their land away from them, 
and then liquidated them as an independent antagonistic class. On the other 
hand they distributed the land confiscated to landless peasants, former farm hired 
labor, ete., hoping to create thus a new class of landowners, who would be 
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sympathetic to the new regime if it were only because they had received land 
from this regime. 

The plans for the agrarian reform, the maximum size of land allotments, and 
all the instructions for carrying out the reform had been worked out in advance 
by the Soviets. On the surface there was the fiction that they were received 
in the shape of applications from the local German landrats (administrators) 
so as to create the impression that this plan of agrarian reform was proposeé 
by the Germans themselves and was only approved by the SVAG. 

I personally had occasion to observe how the German landrats, commonly 
members of the Communist Party, repeatedly called on General Shabalin to hand 
over their plans, which they had to rewrite until “these plans” fully corresponded 
to the Soviet instructions. Time and again the Communist landrats tried to pro- 
test against obviously senseless and economically harmful clauses in the Soviet 
instructions, but they could not do anything and were compelled to submit to the 
SVAG 

Economically, the agrarian reform in Eastern Germany has only decreased the 
effectiveness and productivity of agriculture. But that was not important to the 
Soviets. They had liquidated opposition to the “new order” in agriculture. Be- 
sides, they had created a new social layer among the peasantry, Which was sup- 
posed to be in sympathy with them. The new structure of agricultural economy 
insured the subordination of agricultural economy to the State authorities. Thus 
the Soviets laid their heavy hand on German agricultural economy. 


(B) SOCIALIZATION OF INDUSTRY 


The socialization of industry was carried out on orders of the SVA in the shape 
of the establishment of “Landeseignene Betriebe” (State-owned enterprises). 
This meant that a considerable portion of small and medium industries of Ger- 
many was taken away from their owners without indemnity and transferred to the 
local city self-governments. This was done so as to liquidate a second independ- 
ent class of German society: Industrialists-entrepreneurs, whom the Soviet rulers 
considered as enemies, Since the local German self-governments were completely 
controled by the SVAG, the socialized enterprises in the form of “Landeseigene- 
Betriebe” were also completely controlled by the SVAG. Thereby was created 
the fictitious appearance that socialized industry was transferred into “the hands 
of the German people.” Thereby the SVAG was hoping to earn additional political 
capital. 

Thus, all the economic enterprises of the Soviets in Eastern Germany served 
to weaken economically (dismantling, reparations) and enslave economically 
(agrarian reform, socialization of industry) Germany. The purposes of this eco- 
nomic enslavement served as bases for a silmultaneous political enslavement, 
Which was most strikingly expressed in the creation of an artificial political 
party—the SED, 


OPPOSITION OF THE SOVIETS TO THE UNIFICATION OF WESTERN AND EASTERN GERMANY 


While the Soviets were carrying out the above measure for the economic and 
political enslavement of Eastern Germany, they opposed by all possible means the 
reunification of Western and Eastern Germany. This was not advantageous to 
them economically, because, if there is even the question of commodity circulation 
between the zones, this would have interfered with deliveries on account of re- 
purations, out of current production. A part of the production, earmarked for 
deliveries under reparations to the Soviet Union, would have gone out from under 
the control of the Soviet authorities. In the administration of industry of the 
SVAG special meetings of the leading engineers of the administration were held, 
at which the chief of the administration, A. Aleksandrov, stressed the impos- 
sibility for the Soviet Union of commodity circulation between the zones, because 
this would have ruined the plans for reparation deliveries. The Soviets are only 
Shouting about the unification of Germany in their propaganda, but they will 
never voluntar ly agree to it. 

In spite of the agreement on ending reparations concluded between Moscow and 
Pankow, the reparations are still being levied, but only in another form: The 
Soviets fix prices, without any basis, and very low, for products manufactured on 
orders from the Soviets, and at the same time sell their own raw materials in 
Eastern Germany at very high prices. 

The Soviets will never agree to the unification of Germany through free elec- 
tions. This would mean a complete defeat for the puppet government of Eastern 
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Germany. The Soviets cannot permit free elections, since all their system is 
based not on freedom, but on compulsion. 

On the basis of my experiences as a Soviet officer working in the SVAG, and 
at present through the contacts of our organization among the Soviet occupa- 
tional armies in Eastern Germany, in which we are considerably helped by the 
population of Eastern Germany, I can state that I am fully convinced in the 
following: the German people of Eastern Germany are our allies, allies of the 
free West, and the Soviet regime in Eastern Germany is maintained mainly 
through terrorism and force, in the same degree as on the territory of the Soviet 
Union itself. On the front lines of anti-Communist fighting the German popula- 
tion and the soldiers of the Soviet occupational army often feel that they are 
allies. This is confirmed by the riots among German workers on July 17 of last 
year, When hundreds of German workers gave their lives for the cause of freedom, 
and when dozens of Soviet soldiers and officers were shot by the field court- 
martial because of their refusal to fire at the rioting German workers. It is 
on this base of mutual struggle of all the people enslaved by communism that 
the West must build its struggle of liberation against the Communist system. 

Mr. Arens. You are in the United States only temporarily for a 
mission which we will get into in just a few moments; is that correct 

Mr. Kurmov. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. It is a mission to develop contacts for underground 
work which you are conducting against the Soviet regime; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Kurmoy. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Will you in your own pace in a conversational manner 
here now just te 7 the committee a word of your personal background 
and personal history ? 

Mr. Kurmov. I, Grigoriy Petrovich Klimov, was born in Novocher- 
kassk, in northern Caucasus, on September 26, 1918. My father was a 
medical doctor, and my mother a nurse. From 1926 to 1936 I studied 
in the 10-year school from which I was graduated. From 1936 to 

1941 I studied in the Industrial Institute in Ordzhonikidze, and gradu- 
ated in 1941 w ae a diploma in electrical engineering. 

I worked as an engineer-constructor in plant No. 645 in Gor’kiy 
from 1941 to 1943. In 1943 I was mobilized in the Red Army and 
fought in the Leningrad sector of the front. I was wounded, and 
upon leaving the hospital I was sent to the Special Reserve Officer 
Regiment No. 96 (OPROS 96). Inthe summer of 1944 I was assigned 
to the Red Army Military Institute of Foreign Languages, where I 
was admitted to the last grade of the Germany faculty because of 
my knowledge of German. 

Senator Werker. I wonder if counsel could not ask questions? 
He has a statement in the record. 

Mr. Arens. I do not think he understood the way I was suggesting 
we proceed. I am suggesting that you give a conversational résumé 
of your background. As indicated in your statement, you have been 
an official of the Soviet Government, is that correct ? 

Mr. Krimov. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You were an official of the Soviet Government in 
Berlin as an economic adviser to the chief of the Economic Admin- 
istration in Berlin, is that correct ? 

Mr. Kurmoy. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. During that time you had considerable experience in 
the political subversion in Berlin and in Germany which was con- 
ducted by the Soviets, is that correct ? 

Mr. Kuimov. Yes, it is. 
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Mr. Arens. Would you just tell us in your own words just in- 
formally here now about the operations of the represents itives of the 
Soviets on the Allied Control Commission in Berlin ? 

Mr. Kuimov. My first experience in Germany indicated to me from 
the very beginning that the Soviet side did not want to collaborate 
with the western allies, including, of course, the American allies. 
Inasmuch as I was one of the first Soviet officers within the framework 
of the Control Council, I was especially impressed by the colossal 
difference when on one side, and when I say “we” I mean we, the 
Soviet officers and soldiers, expected to meet Americans and see in 
them our real allies, not only during the war but also during peace. 

The whole Soviet people, the w hole Soviet army, had the same ideas. 
And then I was espec ially impressed and astonished at being one of 
the few Soviet officers who had an opportunity to work for the Control 
Council and then I learned the official Soviet policy in regard to 
America. While Soviet oflicers and Soviet soldiers would encounter 
Americans, French, and British on the streets of Berlin, they con- 
tinued to feel that they were their allies and were happy to have at least 
a modicum of contact with the world that is unknown to them but 
which was friendly to them. When we people who passed through 
the war and who even before the war knew the reality of Soviet life, 
we were happy in our thinking that peace had come. 

During my very first days in my work with the Control Council, 
I was literally astounded when I saw that the official representatives at 
the Control Council, General Shabalin, was completely subverting all 
hopes not only of the Russian people but of every Russian oflicer and 
soldier, all hopes about peace. The actions of my superior, General 
Shabalin, were so much in conflict with hopes and ideas of all Soviet 
people, of all Russian people and the Army personnel that I at first 
personally had the tendency to ascribe his actions either to his per- 
sonal stupidity, or I thought he was simply mistaken, 

Senator WeLker. May I havea question ¢ 

Chairman Jenner. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weitker. Mr. Witness, I take it you are referring now to 
when the Soviets started to reform Eastern Germ any, their long-r range 
plan of reform; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kuimov. Yes. 

Senator Werxer. That first took place by what, the socialization of 
indus stry and then the agrarian reform ¢ 

Mr. Kirov. At first they were dismantling, 

Senator Werixer. Then what happened ¢ 

Mr. Kurmov. The next was the land reform. 

Senator WeLker. What did they do in the land reform, if you will 
tell us? 

Mr. Kirov. Instructions were received from Moscow on how to 
implement the land reform, and this reform was prepared in Moscow 
in such a manner that it was supposed to destroy completely inde- 
pe ndent landowners. 

Senator We.xer. Then from land reform you went into the sociali- 
zation of industry and business? 

Mr. Kurmov. Yes. 

Senator We.xker. I take it from your answers given heretofore that 
those three things that you have enumerated caused you to believe 
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that the Soviets were doing that to the Russian people, the peasants, 
the poor people who love freedom, and they did not like it? 

Mr. Arens. In addition to that, there was political subversion by the 
Soviets in the Allied Control Council, was there not ? 

Mr. Kurmoy. Yes. Political subversion is always connected with 
economic subversion, Communists are Marxists and materialists, 
and they know they can implement politics only when there is economic 
base for it. 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly summarize the techniques of Soviet 
diplomacy with respect to Germany while you were identified with 
the Allied Control Commission ? 

Mr. Kurmov. To continue what I said, the Bolsheviks tried in their 
first attempts to create an economic basis or economic base. Because 
of this they went through these three reforms I mentioned before 
that is, dismantling, land reform, and socialization of industry. Only 
after this were they ready to embark upon the political subversion 
measure, and that is the creation of the United Socialist Party. 

Mr. Arens. What were the techniques of the Bolsheviks or the 
Soviets in the Allied Control Commission itself ? 

Mr. Kurmov. The first example had to do with the decision of the 
Potsdam Conference to carry through the economic demilitarization 
of Germany. ‘The Soviet representatives at the Allied Control Coun- 
cil completely subverted this decision of the Potsdam Conference and 
they were fighting against it. The result was that instead of liquidat- 
ing the military industry, the war industry of Germany, as they 
were supposed to, what they did was to dismantle it and carried it 
completely out of Germany to the Soviet Union. If you will allow 
me to present another instance which is of considerable value, accord- 
ing to tle Potsdam decision the Soviets, together with other allies, 
were bound to promote the unity of demilitarized Germany. 

From the very beginning the Soviets subverted this point at the 
Potsdam Conference. First of all, they wanted to carry out all of 
the military industry from Germany to the Soviet Union. Then it 
was necessary for them to take reparations out. These two factors 
could not be coordinated with the unity of Germany. 

Then they created the Socialist Party of Germany which actuallv 
is nothing else but a puppet of the Soviet regime in Germany. All 
these measures ipso facto make impossible the unity of Germany. If 
the Soviets were to agree today to the unity of Germany accomplishe od 
on the basis of free democratic elections, then tomorrow the Soviets 
would have to leave Germany. In this manner, while actually being 
the main enemies of the unity of Germany, the Soviets actually want 
to portray in their propaganda that that is what they are for. 

Mr. Arens. You were sent back from Berlin by the Soviets because 
they regarded you as politically unreliable? 

Mr. Kurmov. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. They sent you back to Moscow? 

Mr. Kurmov. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You thereafter crossed over into the Allied zones of 
Germany and have been active as president of this Central Associa- 
tion of Postwar Refugees of the Soviet Union; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kurmoy. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask you a few general questions with respect to 
the situation behind the Iron Curtain on the basis of your background 
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and experience? First of si what percentage of the population of 
oviet Russit i were the Bolsheviks when they took over ¢ 

Mr. Kurmov. Thirty thousand people out of 150 million population. 

Mr. Arens. That would he about the same percentage of the hard- 
core Communists in the United States to the total population of the 
United States; is that correct ? 

Mr. Kuimov. Yes; it is so. 

Mr. Arens. What is the percentage of the Communists now in 
poviet Russia to the t  populati on ¢ 

Mr. Kurmov. Six n ‘Il on Communist Party members to the popul: \- 
tion of 200 million. In percentage relation there are more Communists 
in France and in Italy than the re are inthe U.S.S. R. 

Mr. Arens. What is the attitude of the rank and file of the people 
behind the Iron Curt un toward the Soviet re yime ? 

Mr. Krimov. Eighty percent of them are against the Soviet system. 

Mr. Arens. How many slave laborers are there on the basis of your 
best information as a former Soviet official in Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Kiimov. About 15 million. Permit me to say that all relatives 
of political exiles are included in the group of politically unreliable 
people. And so if we were to come to total numbers of political exiles, 
political convicts ev er since the inception of the Soviet power together 
with all their relatives, then we will find they comprise the biggest 
single class of the Soviet population. 

The Soviet regime continues all these relatives as political unreli- 
ables. In other words, this class is foreign to Soviet power, and the 
Soviet power counts them to be its enemy. 

Mr. Arens. What is the attitude of the rank and file of the Soviet 
people, the Russian people, toward the United States and toward the 
West ? 

Mr. Kriov. Exceptional Pag nathy born of war. 

Mr. Arens. What would be the attitude, in your judgment as a 
former Soviet official, of the rank and file of the people behind the 
Iron Curtain if the Government of the United States should sever 
diplomatic relations with all the Tron Curtain governments ? 

Mr. Krimoy. That would drive a wedge between the people and the 
Soviet regime. Then the people behind the Iron Curtain would look 
upon this action as support of the people who are behind the Iron 
Curtain—support by the free world. 

Mr. Arens. What would be the reaction of the people behind the 
Tron Curtain, on the basis a your background and experience, if the 
United States should, in addition to severing diplomatic relations, 
undertake to promote a worldwide embargo to sever all trade rela- 
tionship with the Iron Curtain countries? 

Mr. Kuimoy. I could answer it on the basis of the embargo which 
was placed by Great Britain on Soviet goods in the beginning of 1930. 
The whole Soviet peop le knew of it and the “vy were als ad to hear it and 
they probably considered this as the best piece of news for all of 
the 1930's, 

Chairman Jenner. Would it increase the suffering of the people and 
deprive them of necessities? 

Mr. Krrnov. Not at all. 

Chairman Jenner. Why? 
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Mr. Kurmoy. Because, as a rule, what the Soviets get from the West 
is not the consumer goods, not the food and clothing, but machinery 
which is necessary for them either for armaments production or for 
heavy industry. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your background and experience as a 
former Soviet official in the echelon which would be attached to the 
Soviet Control Council, could you tell this committee the degree to 
which the Soviet Communist international conspiracy relies upon 
political subversion for the attainment of its objectives / 

Mr. Kirov. The political subversion is the primary and main pur- 
pose of all Soviet diplomats here and of the Communist Party in the 
West. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean by political subversion? Would you 
just give us a word picture of what political subversion is? 

Mr. Kurmov. Whenever Vishinsky speaks from the forum of the 
United Nations, he does not speak to the members of the United Na- 
tions and he does not speak to the American delegates; he speaks only 
to the press so that his words will be disseminated throughout the 
world and so they will produce the desired effect. He is not. interested 
in the truth; he is interested only in the effect which will be carried by 
his words by means of the press. 

Mr. Arens. To what extent is the Communist apparatus in the 
United States a part of the international Communist conspiracy ? 

Mr. Kuimov. According to the charter of the Communist Party, 
all Communist parties are subject to the same discipline. In other 
words, they are supposed to execute the will of the directing authority, 
and the Communist Party of the United States is not an independent 
organization. It is bound to obey and implement what the Kremlin 
tells the Communist Party. 

Chairman JENNER. Where we have teachers in our schools and col- 
leges who are members of the Communist Party and where we have 
labor union officials who are members of the Communist Party and 
where we have Government oflicials who are members of the Com- 
munist Party—in other words, Communists in any and all phases of 
our life—they cannot be free people; they have to do the bidding of 
the Communist organization directed from Moscow; is that correct ? 

Mr. Krimoy. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of your background and experience, could 
you kindly give to the American people your appraisal of communism 
and the seriousness of the Communist threat ? 

Mr. Kirov. First of all, the American people must recognize, must 
know, the danger of communism. In order to bring this about so 
that the people would know the danger and would recognize and 
realize it, help is needed—help on the part of the American Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. You are temporarily here for the purpose of organizing 
certain phases of your work, to deve lop contacts so you will shortly 
return to carry on this underground activity against the Soviet regime, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Kurmov. Yes; I will go back to Germany. 

Chairman Jenner. Thank you very much for your testimony here. 
We appreciate it. 

Congressman Fred Busbey will you be sworn to testify ? 
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Do you swear that the testimony given before this committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 


Representative Bussey. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HON. FRED E. BUSBEY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


Chairman Jenner. Your name is Congressman Fred E. Busbey 4 

Representative BusBEY. Yes, $l 

Chairman JENNER. Whe re is your legal residence ? 

Representative Bussey. 9144 South Hoyne Avenue, Chicago, Il. 

Chairman Jenner. You are presently a Member of ( ‘ongress ? 

Representative Bussey. I am. 

Chairman Jenner. How long have you served in the Congress of 
the United States ? 

Representative Busnry. T am finishing my fourth term as a Member 
of the House of Representat ives, 

Chairman JENNER. Proceed. 

Senator Werker. Before proceeding, may I make an observation 
for the record? I want to congratulate the chairman and the staff 
for bringing this able man before us. I have always felt that Con- 
gressman Busbey was one of the greatest Americans I have ever known, 
having dedicated better than three decades of his life to fighting the 
Communist conspiracy wherever it existed. I am proud to be a mem- 
ber of this committee and sit here and see before us such an able man 
as my colleague from over in the House of Representatives. 

Representative Bussey. Thank you, Senator. 

Mr. Arens. Representative Busbe *y, you have prepared a statement 
which I respectfully suggest to the chairman be now incorporated in 
the record. 

Chairman Jenner. It may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

(The statement referred to follows) : 


STATEMENT OF Hon. Frep E. Bussey, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE 
STATE OF ILLINOIS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, I am Fred E. Busbey, 
Representative in Congress from the Third District of Illinois, located wholly 
within the city of Chicago. 

I wish at the outset to express my appreciation to the subcommittee for inviting 
me to appear here this morning on certain phases of the strategy and tactics 
of world communism, 

As background for certain conclusions I will present to the subcommittee, I 
should like, with your permission, briefly to give a little background which I 
believe is not only fundamental to the problem under consideration, but is 
essential in understanding my very positive program of action for defeating the 
international Marxist menace that is responsible for most of the troubles of the 
world today. 

My opposition to communism is, I believe, well known to the members of this 
subcommittee. I have sought to expose it, and its adherents, for over three 
decades, That covers the period when international communism and the outlaws 
at the head of the Russian Government moved in an air of respectability in 
New Deal circles. 

Communism, either doctrinaire or the Kremlin variety of geopolitical com- 
munism, has never been respectable, even when Russia was a cobelligerent in 
the war to overcome another form of outlawry known as fascism. The Commu- 
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nists’ purposes were just as anti-American and prejudicial to lawful process 
from 1941 to 1945 as they were in 1919, when they destroyed the Russian demo- 
cratic-republican government which followed the fall of the czarist regime. 

The recognition which was finally granted the Kremlin outlaws in 1933 under 
the Roosevelt administration, Was as unwarranted then as it was in 1919. The 
guiding philosophy which accorded recognition and diplomatic status to the 
Stalin gangsters in 1933 was much the same as that which, in post-World War II 
years, aided and abetted the ascendancy of the Red Chinese, and now seeks 
to admit them to the United Nations. 

From 1919 to 1933, the Democratic and Republican leadership of that era 
regarded the Lenin-Stalin gang as a group of political schemers who were 
using communism as a deceptive instrument for building a Russian-centered 
geopolitical front against the West. In those days, the non-Russian leaders 
of the 1919 Communist pact were looked upon as alien political opportunists, 
rather than revolutionary heroes. 

Somewhere during the post-1933 period, these political outlaws, in and outside 
Russia, were disguised by an ideological cloak, and heralded as modern saviors of 
democracy. The resulting confusion in the public minds at home and abroad has 
brought the non-Russian world, and particularly the United States, to the brink 
of disaster. 

We have so thoroughly confused age-old social evolutionary processes with the 
machinations of political opportunists at home and abroad that we do not know 
half of the time whether we are fighting for or against Russian imperialism. In 
the name of democracy, we saved Stalin’s Russian imperialism in the 1940's, 
while crushing Nazi imperialism, Our emotionalism and misunderstanding of 
the internal and external forces which were working at that time against the 
American institution, led us into alliances which consolidated the long-sought 
Russian imperialist objectives and left a vacuum of economic strength and 
leadership on both the eastern and western borders of Russia. It would be inter- 
esting, I am sure, to trace to the source, the policy of unconditionl surrender 
which wrecked the livelihood of 70 million Germans, while eradicating the Nazi 
outlaws. 

Who were the guiding geniuses in the political maneuvering, the geopolitical 
debacle, which accompanied military victory? You know the answer. They 
were the same theorists who were taken in by the Russian schemers not only in 
the thirties and forties, but in 1919 as well. 

Is it any wonder that our friends and allies abroad, in the fight against these 
political gangsters, scrutinize our policies with trepidation? Is it any wonder 
that a whole host of Asiatic countries are confused by the spectacle of Russian 
realism and American vacillation in deciding which is friend or foe in the 
countless internal struggles of those countries? We have placed confidence and 
leadership in persons right here at home who are the most violent foes of pro- 
gressive evolutionary Socialist processes and have fought the Socialist Party, 
as well as the Democratic and Republican Parties. We have turned the cold-war 
strategy over to a group of revolutionary opportunists who are as dangerous 
as the Mao Tse-tungs and Ho Chi-Minhs. 

Gentlemen, I submit that the steady trend of reverses which have marked 
our belated awakening to communism and jeopardized our position in Asia 
and even in Europe is only a reflection of misplaced confidence and an appalling 
misunderstanding of the nature of communism, as well as the individuals who 
have been in and out of it for personal gain over the past 35 years. How can 
we trust, as responsible representatives of our Nation, men who helped create 
the Communist Party; were affiliated with it for 10 years; and then lied about 
their Communist activities after banishment from the party in 1929? 

I am 100 percent in favor not only of diplomatic, but even of economic, curbs 
on the Kremlin outlaws. This alone, however, without counteracting the influ- 
ence of internal political outlaws like Wolfe and Lovestone, will not destroy 
the menace to the lawful processes of America and other non-Russian 
governments, 

I regret to say that the present conflict over communism is narrowing down 
to a political contest between western revolutionary theorists and Russian geo- 
political strategists. It is essentially a conflict between Russian state socialism 
and -western international revolutionary socialism, On the sidelines in this 
global struggle are moderate Socialists, nationalists, and religious and ideolog- 
ical groups, who are being manipulated ene against the other at the will of 
Communist and ex-Communist strategists. 
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Whether we want to recognize it or not, we have placed our military-economic 
machine in the hands of a group of Marxist theorists, who believe, that today’s 
conflict is a materialist struggle between a western international superstate 
and the Russian-dominated eastern superstate. Religious ideals, national iden- 
tity, and lingering remnants of national patriotism have long been banished in 
this material conflict, which the ex-Communist strategists call a managerial 
revolution between Russia and the United States. 

The paradox of all this, of course, is that, in the past 7 years of hysteria over 
communism, religious groups, as well as lawful political parties, have been 
drawn into a bitter and nearly disastrous internal strife over the manner of 
coping with communism. Liberal as well as conservative groups—with no 
intention whatsoever of plotting with Russia—have been maneuvered unwit- 
tingly into a name-calling contest which serves only to weaken religious and 
political solidarity against a common international enemy of our political- 
legislative framework. 

In this 7-year period, we have neither come to grips with the Russian military 
machine nor have we stemmed the growth of Communist philosophy. In fact, 
it ean be said that our absorption with anticommunism has been confined to 
struggles with a number of dissimilar revolutionary and evolutionary processes— 
any one of which, if taken separately, would be found to be anti-Russian and 
equally antiwestern. 

Thus, if we analyzed the policy which has hamstrung any attempt to come to 
grips with Russia itself, we would find that our anti-Communist policy has in- 
creased anti-Western and anti-American sentiment. A further analysis of this 
anti-American sentiment would reveal that it stems from two main sources; 
namely, (1) American vacillation, as far as military encounter with Russia is 
concerned ; and (2) the gradual identification of anticommunism with obstruction 
of countless non-Russian evolutionary aims throughout the world. Asiatic, as 
well as east European, countries, whatever their preference between American 
and Russian policies, are being forced ultimately into a choice between annihila- 
tion and American compromise. 

It is a dilemma which America has reached not entirely by accident. It is 
traceable to the original creation of communism by Lenin in 1919 as a deceptive 
instrument for controlling the world’s diverse revolutionary processes, both good 
and bad, while transforming Russia into a modern state capitalist empire. Com- 
munism was a deceptive instrument for containing both western state capitalist 
and revolutionary Marxist combines, while Russia concentrated on the more 
susceptible Asiatic and Eastern European social political climates. 

The western Marxist revolutionaries fell for this original “containment” policy 
in 1919, when they abandoned socialism for communism. They did so, however, 
with the full knowledge that such an alliance with geopolitical Russia violated 
basic Marxist theory and jeopardized the revolution in the West, as well as con- 
solidated western Socialist geopolitical strength against potential Russian mili- 
tary-economic might. Opportunism—the prospect of a short-cut route to Marxian 
western socialism—pushed them, however, into the Communist alliance with 
Lenin 

Although the Marxist theorists—including the Russian, Trotsky—knew this 
ignored Marxist warnings against revolution in Russia before revolution in the 
West, they were so filled with the desire for power, and so confident of their 
ability to cope with the Russians, that they made the pact anyway. Ultimately, 
after being contained and pitted one against the other, most of the old Bolshevists 
were exiled and purged from the party by the Russian geopolitical Communists. 

Oddly enough, these exiled Bolshevist opportunists, like the Lovestoneites, still 
continued to idolize Lenin and to blame their predicament on their betrayal by 
Stalin and the other Russian geopolitical strategists in what they liked to describe 
as the Thermidor of Communist idealism following the death of Lenin. 

By the strangest of ideological flipflops, these Lovestone Bolshevists—who 
paid allegiance to Stalin from 1919 to 1929, and who fought the Stalinists from 
1929 to 1941 for return to the party fold—came to be identified by latter-day cold- 
war officials as “ex-Communists,” and even “anti-Communists.” Lenin’s original 
stratagem thus ran a full cycle of deception—from hoodwinking the western 
Marxist revolutionaries to deceiving anti-Communist America. 

Men who engaged in this inter-Communist conflict with Russian leadership 
after 1929, have come to be identified as “ex-Communists” and “anti-Communists,” 
because of their banishment from the party in 1929. 

If time would permit, it would be possible to present hundreds upon hun- 
dreds of examples showing how the Kremlin has entered into agreements with 
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ne intention whatsoever of keeping them, but I present only the few which follow 
to illustrate the point that you cannot trust nor do business with the Kremlin 
under any circumstances. 

It was on November 16, 1933, that President Roosevelt signed a pact, establish- 
ing diplomatic recognition of Soviet Russia, with the Soviet Foreign Commissar, 
Maxim Litvinov, wherein Soviet Russia agreed, among other things: 

1. To respect scrupulously the indisputable rights of the United States to order 
its own life within its own jurisdiction in its own way and to refrain from inter- 
fering in any manner in the internal affairs of the United States, its Territories, 
or possessions. 

2. To refrain and restrain all persons * * * under its direct or indirect con- 
trol * * * from any act, overt or covert, liable in any way to injure the tran- 
quillity, prosperity, order, or security of the whole or any part of the United 
States. 

3. 'Po refrain and restrain all persons in Government service and all organi- 
zations of the Government or under its direct or indirect control * * * from 
an act overt or covert liable in any way to injure the tranquility, prosperity, 
order, or security of the whole or any part of the United States. 

The ink on that agreement had hardly had time to dry before it was necessary 
to protest to the Soviet Government about their violation of the agreement. The 
unfertunate thing about it is that our State. Department has been sending 
“strong,” perfumed letters of potest continuolisly ever since then. 

The value of the November 16, 1933, agreement with the Seviet Union is prob- 
ably best expressed in the words of former Secretary of State Cordell Hull, who 
in February 1935, said: 

“There seems to be scarcely any reason to doubt that the negotiations, which 
seemed so promising at the start, must now be regarded as having come to 
an end.” 

During the summer of 1935, the State Department was compelled to send a 
protest about a Comintern meeting in Moscow, attended by American Commu- 
nists, at whieh was discussed ways and means of undermining the United States 
Government. It is interesting to note that, in view of what we have learned 
of the creation and operation of the Comintern, Litvinov replied that the Soviet 
Government had no jurisdiction over the Comintern. 

However, the violation of diplomatic agreements by the Soviet Union has not 
been confined to those made with the United States. On September 18, 1934, the 
Soviet Union joined the League of Nations—signing the covenant outlawing war 
und promising to abide by law as a rule of conduct among nations—and agreed 
to respect all treaty obligations in dealing with other powers and to respect the 
territorial integrity of other nations. 

The Soviet Union ignored these obligations, and it was expelled from the 
League of Nations for attacking Poland in September 1939, and Finland in No- 
vember 1939. Further, the Soviet Union, in cooperation with Nazi Germany, par- 
titioned Poland and in March 1949 annexed 16,173 square miles of Finnish 
territory. 

On January 1, 1942, the Soviet Union agreed to the Atlantic Charter; pledging 
not to seek aggrandizement, territorial or other; to support no territorial changes 
that did not accord with the freely expressed wishes of the people concerned ; and 
to respect the right of all people to choose the form of government under which 
they will live. 

These promises, like others, fell by the wayside, when the Soviet Union annexed 
part of Rumania in 1945; annexed part of Mongolia in 1945; and set up a puppet 
government in Poland in 1945; in Rumania in 1945; in Bulgaria in 1945; in 
Yugoslavia in 1944; in Albania in 1945; and in Czechoslovakia in 1948—as well 
as moving frontiers and shifting whole populations without consulting either the 
wishes of the people concerned or her allies. 

At Potsdam on August 2, 1945, Russia, Britain, and the United States signed 
@n agreement saying the final delimitation of the German-Polish frontier should 
await the peace settlement. 

The Soviet Union had already fixed the Oder-Neisse line as the Polish frontier 3 
and after taking over that area, insisted that its prior decision was irrevocable. 

On May 24, 1946, the Soviet Union agreed that each of the occupying powers 
would submit reports on reparations and removals from their zone; then it 
refused to submit a report. 

At Yalta on February 12, 1945, Russia, Great Britain, and the United States 
agreed that, during the pestwar period, they would assist the peoples liberated 
from Axis domination and help them solve their problems by democratic means, 
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Instead, Soviet Russia has helped the Communist Party crush all democratie 
parties set up in Hungary, Rumania, etc., and has set up Satellite states—exiling, 
jailing, and assassinating opposition leaders, 

Time does not permit a recital of the long list of treaty obligations ignored 
or cast aside by the Soviet Union in its merciless march toward its goal of world 
domination. Time and again the Soviet Union has proven to the world that 
she is not worthy of belief and cannot be trusted to keep her solemn obligations. 

It was Patrick Henry, when addressing the second Virginia convention in 
1775, who said, “I know of no way of judging of the future but by the past.” 

Mr. Chairman, there was ample evidence before 1933 to have more than justi- 
fied our refusing to recognize the Soviet Government at that time, but surely, 
with all the evidence since then, there is no reason whatsoever for nations who 
profess to be anti-Communist to continue such diplomatic relations any longer. 

Just recently I returned from Europe where I was one of the members of the 
Select Committee To Investigate Communist Aggression that held hearings over 
a period of 4 weeks in London, Munich, and Berlin. During that time well over 
100 witnesses appeared before our committee. Each of them gave us direct, eye- 
witness testimony concerning the tactics, methods, and objectives of communism. 
These witnesses came'‘from every walk of life. There were clergymen of all 
denominations, farmers, former diplomats, professors, factory workers, union 
leaders, housewives, and journalists. The testimony presented to our com- 
mittee (a good deal of it supported by documents and corroborated by other 
reliable sources) and my 33 years’ experience with the subject lead me to these 
inevitable conclusions: 

1. That communism is in every respect an international criminal conspiracy. 

2. That this criminal conspiracy will not be satisfied, in its lust for power, 
until it has destroyed all the still free nations, and all the people of the world 
are brought under the ruthless hand of Moscow tyranny. 

3. That this conspiracy will use any means to accomplish its ends. The 
tactics they employ are dictated by the given situation or opportunity confront- 
ing them. The final objective of this conspiracy never changes, but the tactics 
employed to attain this objective are very elastic and adjustable to local require- 
ments. 

4. That the United States stands as the only real obstacle to the Russian 
Communist plan for world conquest. The madmen in the Kremlin realize that 
we must be disposed of either by internal subversives, military conquest, or a 
combination of both, before their plan of world domination can be accomplished. 

5. That coexistence between the still-free nations and the Russian Commu- 
nist empire is impossible. One or the other must triumph because communism, 
both in theory and practice, requires us to decide between war or surrender; it 
gives us no other choice. 

6. That we must treat the present leaders of the U. S. S. R. as uncommon 
criminals and that, accordingly, all our dealings with them should be governed 
by the methods we have long used in dealing with uncommon criminals. The 
same applies to their puppets and obedient proconsuls who are charged with the 
tyrannical control of the satellite states. 

7. That it is impossible to establish any type of treaty, especially those 
dealing with peace and nonaggression, with the leaders of this criminal con- 
spiracy. They will break such treaties every time and under circumstances 
and conditions which best serve their timetable for world domination. The 
Communists use the conference table as a stalling device and a place where they 
can lay the groundwork for intensive propaganda programs against the free 
world, and especially the United States. A good example of this point is 
reflected in the statement made by Ho Chi Minh 2 days after the signing of 
the so-called Indochina cease fire. This same Ho Chi Minh, after signing for the 
puppet Communist forces in Indochina, stated that he had committed himself to 
the all-out “liberation” of Indochina, which means putting all of Indochina 
under Communist rule. 

8. That we must look upon the expanded empire of communism, now enslaving 
over 800 million individuals, as the “prison of nations.” The leaders of the 
internationally criminal conspiracy are now busily engaged in an effort to absorb 
ail the non-Russian nations into the expanded empire. To accomplish this, they 
seek to prevent every interruption of their nefarious work by creating a 
tremendous Iron Curtain, the purpose of which is to prevent the enslaved 
people from escaping and also to prevent the still-free people from seeing what 
actually goes on in their “paradise.” 








STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 285 


9. That time runs against the United States and in favor of the Moscow 
conspirators. The technique of the Kremlin is to consolidate its newly won 
empire while, at the same time, weakening the United States through internal 
subversion and disunity among our people. We may be sure that, as soon as 
their calculations indicate that they have an even chance of winning a hot war 
against the United States, they will not hesitate to engage in an all-out military 
attack against us. 

10. That we must put our own house in order, and then take the initiative 
and launch a real political offensive against the international criminal conspiracy. 

It is one thing to call for the development of a political offensive against com 
munism, and another thing to get it started and carried through. In my opinion, 
the best way to launeh a political offensive against the Communists would be 
to take the following two steps: First, for all free nations to break off diplomatic 
relations with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Communist Poland, Com- 
munist Czechoslovakia, Communist Hungary, Communist Rumania, and all satel- 
lite countries. The second step would be the breakoff of all East-West trade. In 
order to put this plan into operation, the United States should take the lead in 
calling a meeting for this purpose. 

The traditional functions of a United States diplomatic mission to any foreign 
country has been for purposes of representation, negotiation, and reporting. 
Recently, the only argument advanced for maintaining diplomatic relations with 
the U. S. S. R. and its stooge satellites has been the need for having an outpost 
in these enslayed nations, so that Communist events and happenings could be 
reported back to the Secretary of State, the President, and the people. FEx- 
perience has taught us that negotiation with communism is impossible and that 
it is both impractical and unwise for us to make any representations to the 
Communists, because they will be treated with utter contempt. This leads me 
to the question of whether the information and material collected by our 
diplomatic missions in the U. 8. 8. R. and the satellites are fulfilling the purposes 
for which they were intended, and whether they are able to balance their weight 
on the political scales. 

I made a special effort, while in Europe as a member of the select committee 
on Communist aggression, te ask a large number of the witnesses who appeared 
before us, what they thought about the United States maintaining diplomatic 
relations with the U. S. S. R. and the Communist satellites. Without exception, 
their answers followed this pattern: 

1. That, whether we like it or not, the millions of enslaved people behind 
the Iron Curtain consider our diplomatic relations with the Communist govern- 
ments to be recognition of those governments as the rightful governments; and 
that we thereby acquiesce in, and indeed condone, the brutal and criminal acts 
of those regimes—including their enslavement of the people. 

2. That our diplomatic representatives in each of these countries, by attending 
the various social functions, cocktail parties, and holiday celebrations (such as 
May Day and Red Army Day), leave no alternative for the enslaved people but 
to accept the belief that we will continue our friendly relations with their 
oppressors, and that we do not intend to do anything to bring about their 
freedom from Moscow's tyranny. 

3. That, so long as the United States and the other free nations continue 
diplomatic relations with the Communist regimes, it will not be possible to 
develop a worthwhile political and psychological objective against the inter- 
national Communist conspiracy. This is so because the United States, unlike the 
masters of the Kremlin, does not engage in duplicity, either in the conduct of 
its international affairs or in other relations among nations. The best protec- 
tion the Communists have for the preservation of their slave empire is the 
continuation of diplomatic relations with the free world, and particularly the 
United States. 

It has been contended that to break off diplomatic relations with the Com- 
munist governments would be considered by them as undue provocation, and 
possibly an act of war. This idea is being fostered in an obvious effort to 
frighten us into maintaining diplomatic relations with the Communist con- 
spirators, irrespective of the cost to our own national security. In my opinion, 
it could not be considered as an act of war against the Communist governments, 
because they have already declared war and are carrying on war against the 
United States and all other non-Communist nations. As to the possibilities of 
provoking the Russian Communists, I think it is about time we call a spade a 
spade and serve notice on the world in general that we do not intend to surrender 
by default to the Communist plan of world conquest. 
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Mr. Arens. May I respectfully suggest that you proceed to comment 
extemporaneous sly on the principa! points of your prepared statement, 
and then I am sure the committee will have some questions which 
they will want to ask you as we proceed here with your testimony. 

Representative Bussey. Mr. Arens, I think the prepared statement 
can be summed up very briefly in this respect: First of all, there has 
been a very small realization in this country of the true techniques 
and purposes of communism; particularly as it pertains to the people 
of this country in the Communist Party during its early history from 
1919 to 1929, and their activities after that. Putting it in very simple 
language, many of these people who were exceedingly active Com- 
munists—top party leaders—were purged in 1929, but they then 
proceeded to organize what we know as the ican Communist 
opposition party. 

Because they are so violently anti-Stalin in all their acts, in all their 
thinking, the public at large and officials of our Government—and 
when I say officials of our Government, I mean the Roosevelt regime, 
the Truman regime, and the present regime—have never realized, and 
do not realize to this day, that, although these men, and some women, 
are violently anti-Stalin in everything they say and do, they are 
not anti-Marxist. They have, in many instances, put out reams of 
magazine articles, books, and propaganda against the Stalinist regime 
in Moscow—in the Kremlin—but I dare say that, if you read their 
writings very carefully, you will detect that they have never written 
anything that could be construed as anti-Marxist. It is for that reason, 
in my humble judgment, that the Voice of America and Radio Free 
Europe have been so ineffective in carrying on the ideological and 
psychological war which I think is so important to victory. 

Mr. Arens. You have just returned from an extensive tour and an 
intensive study of the Communist apparatus abroad, particularly in 
Europe, have you not? 

Representative Bussey. I have. 

Mr. Arens. I wonder if, in conjunction with your theme here, you 
would care to relate to the committee significant experiences you have 
had on that study tour. 

Representative Bussey. I think one of the main things that im- 
pressed me—and I say this not as an individual but for the committee 
as a whole, because I have talked to the other members of the com- 
mittee, and we are in accord—you cannot trust, nor do business with, 
the ss 

ArENs. That is, the House committee ? 

enecnnantive Bussey. That is the House Committee to Investi- 
gate Communist Aggression by the U. S. S. R.—sometimes known as 
the Kersten committee, because Congressman Charles Kersten intro- 
duced the resolution that created the committee in 1953, ana is its 
chairman. We had one witness before us in London whose testimony 
I hope everyone in the United States will be able to read. He was a 
very prominent Polish lawyer. 

Incidentally, I learned just this week that Mr. Walter Besterman, 
of the Immigration Subcommittee of the House Judiciary Committee, 
was a classmate of this man—his name is Zbigniew Stypulkowski. 
He was 1 of the 16 men who were invited to Moscow to sign a Soviet- 
Polish friendship pact. 

Mr. Arens. When, please? 
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Representative Buspey. March 1945. 

When that committee of 16 arrived to sign the Soviet friendship 
pact, all 16 were thrown in the famous Lubianka prison in Moscow, 
He described in detail, from the minute he entered the prison until he 
was convicted, the techniques and the methods that were applied to 
him, and that everyone in his position received what we commonly refer 
to as brainwashing. How anyone can possibly endure the brainwash- 
ing they received is just beyond comprehension. The Soviets have 
techniques and methods of torture that cannot be imagined by anyone 
with humane instincts. 

He is one of the two men who are known to be alive today out of the 
16 who went to Moscow to sign that Soviet “friendship” pact. An- 
other witness whose testimony I consider very significant was Colonel 

3urlitski, who was a former member of the NKV D, and then the 
MVD and the Soviet Army. 

Mr. Arens. You are alluding to the secret police organizations ? 

Representative Bussey. Yes. He was a lieutenant colonel in the 
Soviet Army. He defected to the West during last June. He was 
held, I may say, incognito to the public until he was permitted to 
testify before our committee in Munich. I also sincerely hope that 
everyone in the United States will read his testimony, because Colonel 
Lurlitski described to our committee in detail the technique used in 
the mass evacuation of the population of a whole country. He related 
how the members of the NK VD went into the Province of Chechen- 
Ingush, under the pretense that they were members of the Soviet 
Army who had been fighting on the front at that time against the 
Germans, and were sent there for a little rest and additional training 
before they went back in the lines for more active duty. 

He declared that, all the time they were there, they were cataloging 
and making a list containing the name of every single individual in 
that populace—every man, woman, and child. Then came the d: ay 
when the entire population, of over 500,000 people, was evacuated 
within less than 24 hours. The Soviets did not leave a single inhabi- 
tant ; not one. 

He described the big “friendship” celebration they held on this day 
of mass extermination of this population. ‘They even had a band down 
in the village square to welcome the Chechen-Ingushi to this friend- 
ship celebration. They had some of the high officials of the Soviet 
Government from Moscow there to greet the people as they came into 
the square, carrying banners expressing friendship toward Stalin and 
the Communist regime. 

After several of these high Soviet officials had pledged their friend- 
ship to the people of the Chechen-Ingush Province and after some of 
the leaders of this province and this particular community of Chechen- 
Ingush, got up on the stand and, in turn, expressed their appreciation 
of the Soviet troops’ being in their community and the friendship that 
had developed while they were in the community; then came the 
psychological moment. When everybody was feeling fine and friendli- 
ness and good will were running high, one man got up and read an 
edict to the people; the edict being that they were guilty of collaborat- 
ing with the Germans, that they were guilty of this and guilty of that, 
and he enumerated the various things of which the people in the com- 
munity were declared guilty by the Kremlin. 











288 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


As a punishment for their guilt, he said they were to be evacuated— 
every one of them—to what he called far-off distance places; without 
naming the section of Soviet Russia to which they were to be trans- 
ported. He also informed the people that it would do no good for 
them to resist, stating that if they would turn around and look at 
the hills, they would see the Soviet guns that had been moved in on 
the hills while they were celebrating this day of friendship, and 
which were trained on the square of the village. 

He said, “If you will look around the perimeter of the square, you 
will find that, while we have been here, the Soviet soldiers have moved 
in with their machineguns. If you dare to resist, you will be mowed 
down.” 

Senator Wetxer: May I interrupt, Mr. Chairman? 

Chairman Jenner. You may. 

Senator Wetxer. Were these unfortunate people allowed to go 
home to get any clothing, any food, or any of their provisions? 

Representative Bussey. Not oneofthem. As a matter of fact, what 
happened was this, as Colonel Burlitski described it: They had the 
Soviet soldiers and the NKVD line up in 2 columns facing each other 
at a distance of about 3 to 4 feet, and they made every one of these 
people march down that corridor between the columns. They were 
searched and then they were loaded into trucks, I was indeed sorry 
to hear Burlitski’s answer when he was asked what kind of trucks 
they were. He replied that they were brandnew United States Chev- 
rolets and Studebakers. 

Senator Wetxer. Did that surprise you? 

Representative Buspey. No,sir. They were loaded into these trucks 
and taken into a field outside of the village—into what the witness 
termed a “gathering place.” After the Soviets had removed the people 
from the square, they went through the village. Within 1 hour’s 
time, they had gone through every home in the village, had taken 
out every indiv idual, had loaded them on the trucks, and had driven 
them out to this gathering place. 

After they had herded all the people into this gathering place, they 
put them in trucks again and took them to the nearest railroad station. 
No one except the Soviets has ever known to this day where they were 
taken, or what happened to them. That was a country of over 500,000 
people who were exterminated within 24 hours. 

Chairman JenNeER. It was a province, was it not? 

Representative Bussey. It was really a country of its own—a very 
historical country. They were very rugged individualists and the 
Communists knew they could never bring them into the Communist- 
Soviet orbit. 

Mr. Arens: Aside from the shocking implications of this incident 
which you have related, which would shock any person’s conscience, 
is there any threat, in your judgment, of similar objectives by the 
Soviets in other areas of the world? 

Representative Bussey. There is always that threat. If they feel 
that the people cannot be subjugated by the techniques of the “peace” 
in the Kremlin, they will do the same thing to all who fall under their 
domination. 

Mr. Arens. What is the target of the Kremlin? 
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Representative Bussey. The target of the Kremlin is naturally the 
United States of America. That is the ultimate target. If 1 may 
inject here just a little side thought, I have always gotten a great deal 
of wry amusement from the utterances of some of these orators who 
get up on lecture platforms to talk against communism and who 
always use this old phrase to get applause from the crowd: “If they 
don’t like the United States of America, let’s send them back to Soviet 
Russia.” The truth is that they like the United States of America and 
would like to take it over. They admit that the United States of 
America is the greatest country on the face of the earth. That is the 
reason they are here, working against our capitalistic system of 
government, and to gain control of it and our vast resources. 

Mr. Arens. Congressman, on your tour in Europe you had occasion, 
as I understand it, to interview a number of people who escaped from 
behind the Iron Curtain; is that correct ¢ 

Representative Buspey, Yes, si 

Mr. Arens. Could you Madly relate to this committee the con- 
sensus among those people with respect to the many issues which are 
involved in this Communist conspiracy ¢ 

Representative Bussey. Will you state that again? 

Mr. Arens. What is the opinion of the people who have ese aped 
trom behind the Iron Curtain with reference to the threat of the Com- 
munist conspiracy, with reference to what could be done in order to 
head off, if possible, the world encroachment of the Communist con- 
spiracy ¢ 

Representative Bussey. I do not like to take issue with counsel. but 
could I for the record assure him that this was not a tour? 

Mr. Arens. I did not mean to use 

Representative Bussey. We sat in meetings from 9:30 in the morn- 
ing until 6 or 6:30 in the evening, and then sat up until 11 or 12 
o'clock at night interviewing individuals, talking to important people, 
and conferring with the committee staff. 

Mr. Arens. I do not mean to imply it was a pleasure tour. 

Representative Bussey. We had no time for any touring, I assure 
you. 

The consensus of these people, frankly, is that, if an armed conflict 
was started against the Kremlin, that from 80 to 90 percent of the 
people in the Soviet-controlled countries could be depended upon not 
to stay loyal to the Soviets. 

Chairman Jenner. Congressman, from your intensive study of this 
very important subject and from interviewing these people and your 
long experience in the study of the Communist conspiracy, we have a 
new phrase going about in the world today called peaceful coexistence. 
What would you say as to the chance of a peaceful coexistence with 
the Soviet Union ! 

Representative Bussey. Senator, the testimony of every one of 
nearly a hundred witnesses we had before us in Europe confirmed what 
I have been preaching all through the years: that there cannot. possibly 
be any coexistence with the beasts in the eo pee or with their phi- 
losophy of life, under any circumstances. I do not care who they are. 

Chairman Jenner. Would you say they had the offensive today ? 

Representative Bussey. They not only have the offensive today 
but they have had the offensive all along, and I will tell you why. 
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It has been the policy of the so-called Western Powers, including the 
United States, to wait—wait—wait. To wait for what? We wait 
for the Soviets to make a move and then we make a very ineffective 
countermove. We wait for the Soviets to act and then we react in a 
very ineffectual way. This is convincing proof to me that, ever since 
we recognized the U.S. S. R. in March 1933, the people in our Govern- 
ment who have been responsible for our foreign policy, from that day 
to this, have not been aware of the real conspiracy that confronts the 
world. It seems they have not wanted to learn because anyone who 
does know the problem, who has studied it for years and years, and 
whose anti-Communist efforts and patriotism cannot be doubted, just 
will not be considered for employment in the agencies of our Govern- 
ment that should be coping with this problem. 

Chairman JENNER. How can we take that offensive away ? 

Representative Busrry. We can take the offensive away—may I 
refer to just one thing I called for this morning in connection with my 
other statement ? 

Chairman JENNER. Surely. 

Representative Bussey. This is no reflection on the individual whose 
testimony I will read from the original transcript. I am using it only 
to show that the people in the high places of our Government who 
are responsible for this do not understand the problem. If I may, 
I will read from the hearings of September 29, 1952, a deposition 
given by Gen. Walter Bedell Smith, the Under Secretary of State at 
the present time, in the suit between former Senator William Benton 
and Senator Joseph R. McCarthy. 

As I previously said, this is no reflection on the patriotism nor the 
integrity of the gentleman. I think he is one of the finest patriotic 
men we have in America. But when you must have a very delicate 
operation on your eye you do not go to a butcher; you do not go toa 
chiropodist; you go to one of the very finest eye physicians you know 
in the entire United States. 

I will read every question and answer that pertains to this matter. 
This, incidentally, is the cross-examination by his own counsel, a Mr. 
McGee. I do not believe Mr. McGee intended to ask any questions 
that would be embarrassing to the general. A man’s counsel 1s gener- 
ally supposed to ask questions that will be helpful to his client. 

I think I should start right here on page 12: 

Question. I am asking you specifically, General, about the Secretary of State. 

Answer. As far as I know, Mr. Acheson is so considered. 

Question. How do you know that, General? 

Answer. From my observation of the policies of the United States Govern- 
ment as translated in various documents which I am not at liberty to discuss. 


Question. When did you first realize that this Soviet danger was a great danger 
to the United States? 


Mark this next answer now. 


Answer. It is very difficult for me to give you a date, hour, and minute. I 
should say it was a growing realization. In common with most people who 
had been under illusions during the early days of our cobelligerency with the 
Soviet Union, specifically I began to realize the latent hostility, the basic hos- 
tility of the Soviet Union during the early days of the campaign in North 
Africa. 

Question. Give us this date in years. In what year was that? 

Answer, That was in 1943, 
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Question. 1943? Prior to 1948, did you know there was an international 
Soviet conspiracy which aimed to overthrow the United States Government 
by force and violence? 

Answer. Communist; yes. 

Question. Communist? 

Answer. Yes, 

Question. And did you know that the control of that conspiracy or at least 
one of its loci was in this Kremlin you speak about? 

Answer. I heard it said, but as a matter of fact paid little attention to that 
since 1 was occupied specifically with other things and was specializing. 

Question. Had you engaged in any intelligence work in the Army of the 
United States prior to taking over your occupation as head of the CIA? 

Answer. I had. 

Question. And in the course of that intelligence work, had you ever seen any 
confidential reports that disclosed the existence of such a conspiracy? 

Answer. No. My intelligence work began with my entry into the Army at the 
First World War and was combat intelligence exclusively. 

Question. Was there any indication in those intelligence reports of the danger 
of that Soviet conspiracy ? 

Answer. No. What I dealt with was exclusive combat intelligence. Combat 
intelligence has to do with the order of battle, eqflipment, and the tactical oper- 
ations of the enemy which confronts you. That in those days was the Germans. 


I may say that I am taking the time to read this—and there is only 
a page and a half more—because I wish to make what I believe to be 
some very important comments on the whole international situation. 

Question. Well, you are now satisfied, are you not, General, that there is an 
international conspiracy, Communist conspiracy, which seeks to overthrow the 
United States by force and violence? 

You could say that these were leading questions to assist his client 
in making a good impression. 

Answer. I am, indeed. 

Question. When did you come to that conclusion? 

Answer. Specifically? Are you asking me to be specific? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. In the days immediately following the armistice and since you have 
asked the question that way and I must elaborate by saying that I went through 
a period, as many other people did, of thinking it possible that the leopard might 
have changed its spots because I think many other people thought so, too; that 
we might—there might be a way of working out a modus vivendi with the Com- 
munist countries. You see, I had not at that time studied Marx and Stalin. 

Senator Weiker. May I interrupt the witness here # 

Chairman JENNER. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. As a matter of fact, Mr. Congressman, 2 years 
after signing the pact with Russia, recognizing them, Cordell Hull, 
then Secretary of State, made a very significant statement. I think 
you have it in your remarks on page 6 wherein he says: 

There seems to be scarcely— 

This is in February of 1935. The friendship agreement or the recog- 
nition agreement was signed November 16, 1933, when the then Secre- 
tary of State stated: 

There seems to be scarcely any reason to doubt that the negotiations which 
seemed so promising at the start must now be regarded as having come to an end. 
That is pretty strong notice from a very high Cabinet official ; is it not ? 

Representative Bussey. It certainly is. I agree with his statement, 
with this exception: I do not see why he, or anyone else, had any reason 
to believe it should have been so promising from the start. 








292 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


I am almost through reading General Smith’s testimony. 


Question. Were you cognizant of this conspiracy during the period of time 
when you were Anbassador to Moscow, which was the period 

Answer. 1946 to March 1949? 

Question. Yes. 

Now, knowing of the existence of such a conspiracy, do you think it is dangerous 
to the interests of the United States to have in positions of importance, let us 
say in the State Department of the United States, either Communists or fellow 
travelers? 

Answer. Dangerous? 

Question. Is it? 

Answer. Decidedly. 

Question. As a military man, as the present head of the Central Intelligence 
Agency of the United States, you would recommend the ferreting out of those 
Communists and fellow travelers and relieving them of their duties and positions 
of trust in the Government of the United States? 

Answer. I would. 

Question. If you yourself knew of the existence of these people in positions of 
employment by the United States, you would take affirmative steps, would you 
not, General, to remove them? = 

Answer. I would. 





That is all of the testimony that has to do with the comments I 
wish tomake. Why have we been in such a helpless position all during 
the period from 1920 to date? There was no excuse for anyone who 
was interested in protecting the sovereignty of his country, the United 
States of America, and who was Ww illing to determine what the menace 
was, not being acquainted with this subject. 

I do not claim to be any great expert on this subject—there are many 
men in the United States who have dealt with this problem as long 
as I have and who know much more than I do. Their services were 
available to the agencies of our Government, but has any one agency 
ever called upon them for the benefit of their knowledge and advice? 
Not one. I do not know of a single instance, because all patriots who 
dare to fight communism publicly, are immediately smeared, by what 
1 term the smear bund, as Fascists, as Nazis, as everything undesirable. 
That is part of the technique of the Communists. ‘That subject is not 
before the committee this morning, but I should like to talk on that 
for hours and hours. 

\s proof of why there was no excuse for anybody—especially one 
who was charged with the responsihility—not understanding the 
menace, | humbly submit a little clipping from the Chicago Tribune of 
November 7, 1923. The heading says: “First Presbyterians To Read 
Plot Exposé Tonight.” 

The article reads: 

Fred E. Busbey, World War veteran and leader in American Legion efforts 
to combat pacifist propaganda, will speak at a pre-Armistice Day meeting tonight 
at the First Presbyterian Church, Grand Boulevard and 41st Street. He will give 
firsthand information on investigations of Communist and Soviet plots to spread 
sedition. Resolutions advocating patriotism will be read. 

Chairman JENNER. 1923? 

Representative Bussey. 1923. I made my first lecture against com- 
munism in the spring of 1921. 

Here is an article from the Chicago Herald-Examiner of Monday, 
December 8, 1924: 

Fred Busbey warns of pink danger. “Well meaning citizens misguided by 
Communist propaganda,” he says in speech. 
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And I went on, as the article stated, to tell the audience how the Com- 
munist forces in this country and all over the world worked through 
what we are calling Communist-front organizations. 

They worked through front organizations in the early twenties. 
They work through Communist-front or ganizations now, and they 
will always work through front organizations in any country where 
they think it is necessary to gain their cbjectives. You see, this subject 
of Marxist communism is something in which the techniques are 
just as true today as they were 20 years ago, and will be just as true 
50 years from now. 

Where we have been so ineffective, and why we have not been able 
to cope with this situation more intelligently and more specifically 
through our Central Intelligence Agency, I should like to tell you, 
because I think it has a very direct bearing on the study of strategy 
and tactics of world communism. May I do that briefly ¢ 

Chairman JENNER. Please, sir. 

Representative Bussey. I believe I know a little something of which 
I speak, because I was a member of the subcommittee in the House 
that heard the testimony when the CIA was set up. What I am going 
to say is not top secret, because I have said it from public platforms, 
and I propose to say it many more times. 

I carried on three fights in the subcommittee when the CIA was 
constituted. In one of them, I was successful; in the other two, I 
was not successful. The one, and I thought it very important, in 
which I was successful was the fight I made against incorporating 
the FBI into the CIA. The two in which I was secant were 
as follows: First, I tried to have it enacted into the law that the 
head of the CIA would be a civilian who was qualified by experience 
to head up that agency—like J. Edgar Hoover is the head of the 
FBI—a man who would be permanent and continue on year after 
year, regardless of whether Democrats or Republicans were in con- 
trol of the administration; a man who would have the confidence 
of not only the Congress, but the entire population of the United 
States, as J. Edgar Hoover has. No; they wanted to staff it with 
men who would be on temporary assignments, knowing that they 
were to be back in the services in a little while. I think that has been 
one of the main weaknesses in our whole intelligence situation, and 
that it should be corrected at the very earliest possible date. 

One of the other things that I thought was very important was 
that the CIA should not evaluate its own findings. If I may say so, 
I have personally worked in Intelligence for a considerable number 
of years, and the CIA is the only intelligence agency I have known 
of that evaluates its own findings. In my training and experience 
in Intelligence ail through the years, it has always been my under- 
standing that a gathering agency should never evaluate its reports. 
1 think that method is very, very weak, and wrong. 

Another thing that has worked against us, in trying to combat this 
Communist conspiracy, is, in my humble judgment and opinion, the 
lack of training in Intelligence of the individuals who were employed 
by the CIA. At the beginning before the CIA was cstablishéd— and 
I think this should be on record—we had what was known as SI, 
Secret Intelligence. 

I had as high as esteem and respect for that agency as I have for 
the FBI, and that is saying a lot. But instead of making use of these 
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SI agents we had around the world, what did they do? They 
blanketed in some of the pro-Communists from the OSS and other 
agencies, who were not a in Intelligence at all. I will not 
mention any places or names, but I dare say that if it were possible 
for a congressional committee to evaluate the qualifications of the 
men whom we have in various CIA posts of the world for the respon- 
sibilities they have, they would be found lacking in many respects. 
Congress has been stopped, because every time there is any question 
about CIA, it is the same old stuff: “Oh, we can’t talk about that.” 
You know, that hush-hush business. 

Frankly, I think it is time that somebody looks into CIA and cleans 
up the mess down there, in order that we may have an intelligent and 
efficient intelligence staff —— the world. 

Until we do, I do not believe the intelligence that we are getting 
from our so-called listening posts all over the world through CIA 
will amount to a tinker’s damn. The proof of that is this: Show me 
one instance where the information secured by the CIA has been of 
assistance, or has done one thing to contain or stop this march of 
the Marxist Communists in their program for world revolution. That 
is the proof of the pudding. 

There are two problems confronting not only the United States, 
but the world, in trying to combat, subdue, and eliminate Marxist com- 
munism from the world. May I make it abundantly clear = the mem- 
bers of this subcommittee that if we had an Army and a Navy and an 
Air Force a 100 times greater than they are today, we could not 
eliminate communism from the world. Communism is an ideology. 
It isa way of life. It isacrusade. It is a fanatical form of religion 
to those people who embrace it. 

Senator Wetker. Without any dedication to God, of course. 

Representative Bussey. Naturally. 

Incidentally, up until about 25 years ago, a person had to be an 
avowed atheist before he could be a member of the Communist Party; 
but, as they believe that the end justifies the means, they withdrew 
that restriction and took in people who believed in God, and then tried 
to make atheists out of them. 

You cannot defeat an ideology with armed might. You must have 
more than armed might to defeat an ideology. In order to do it, you 
must not only stop and contain communism, but you must push back 
the Iron Curtain. We all know that. I think if we went to war, 
the men in the Kremlin would fold and their whole philosophy would 
fold very fast, because of their knowledge that the people not only in 
Soviet Russia, but in the satellite countries, would not support the 
Kremlin regime. Most of these citizens are not Communists; they 
are the subjects and victims of communism. 

Chairman Jenner. Isn’t there another method besides war ? 

Representative Bussey. Yes. I will get to that in just a minute. 

You know and I know that the people \ will not stand for a declara- 
tion of war. The other method & this, very simply, and there are two 
steps. The first step is incorporated in your Senate Resolution 247, 
which I endorse ; but, in my humble opinion, it does not go far enough. 
I think it would be very bad if the United States of America alone 
would cut off diplomatic relations with Soviet Russia. I think the 
way to approach that problem is to call all the nations of the so-called 
free world together in a conference. 
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Chairman Jenner. That is what the resolution provides. 

Representative Bussey. I have not read it recently. I am glad 
it does. 

Mr. Arens. Maybe it would be helpful if we would interpose the 
essence of the resolution. It calls for the serverance of diplomatic 
relations with the Iron Curtain government and the convoking of a 
conference of the free nations of the world for the purpose of taking 
united action to destroy the Communist fifth column worldwide and 
to resist Communist aggression. 

Representative Bussey. I think that is very important, and I think 
that is the first step. Some people will say to you that we need these 
contacts for listening posts in the satellite countries. Gentlemen, if 
they cannot listen any better in the future than they have listened 
in the past, I truly believe we would be far better off without listening 
posts. 

Senator Wetker. In other words, you think they are pretty hard 
of hearing? 

Representative Bussey. No; I think they are not so hard of hearing, 
but that they do not hear right. 

Senator WELKER. May I inquire of the distinguished Congressman ? 
1 must leave, and if you will allow me to ask this 

Chairman JENNER. Proceed. 

Senator WeLKer. Congressman, I would like to listen to your state- 
ment all afternoon, but I have two guests from my State. 

I want to ask you, because I know you have been one who has re- 
ceived smears and abuse when you are trying to do something for 
your country—it is not a pleasant task for any of us to work long 
and unusual hours to try to alert the American people. But will you 
agree with me and with J. Edgar Hoover when he states that the 
greatest dilemma in our combat against communism at home is the 
complacency of the American people? 

Representative Buspry. Yes, sir; I will agree with that. I will 
not add to it, but, so far, I agree with it 100 percent. On that par- 
ticular question, I noticed the other day that the American Bar Asso- 
ciation has advocated the teaching of communism in our schools, I 
would like to say to the members of this subcommittee that I have 
advocated that for many, many years. If the children of our ele- 
mentary and high schools, and our colleges and universities are taught 
what communism really is, I have no fear concerning the road they 
will take. But the danger and the tragedy of it is that professors 
in our universities and colleges and teachers in our high schools have 
been teaching these students and children Marxist-communism under 
the guise of social science, or any other subject. They bring in the 
Communist technique, and they do not tell them they are teaching 
them communism, but they are learning it just the same. That is 
the reason why so many of our young people today are coming out 
of these universities and schools with such strange ideas, as we would 
call them. 

Senator Wetxer. I excuse myself. Again may I thank my dis- 
tinguished friend from Illinois for appearing before this committee. 

Chairman Jenner. Congressman Busbey, you had started to tes- 
tify that there was another method short of war that might be bene- 
ficial, and you testified to launch a political offensive against the 
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Communists would be to take the following two steps. I think you 
covered the first one. The first one is for all free nations to break 
off diplomatic relations with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
Communist Poland, Communist Czechoslovakia, Communist Rumania, 
and all satellite countries. Would you tell us about the second step 
you think would be beneficial ? 

Representative Bussey. The second step, Senator, is to enforce a 
100-percent economic blockade. In other words, to stop completely all 
so-called East-West trade. 

Chairman JENNER. Did you hear the testimony of the gentleman 
who testified just previous to you who was born and reared in Russia 
and who has now defected ? 

Representative Bussey. No, I did not. I was working on some of 
my material. 

Chairman Jenner. He advocated that same position. 

Representative Bussey. I am acquainted with the stock argument 
that 1s made against that, and it is this: What are we going to do to 
support the economies of these countries, such as the western European 
countries and the South American countries? How are you going to 
support their economies ? 

Another argument is: Isn’t that going to be very hard on the people 
back of the Iron Curtain? Yes, it would be hard, but it will be much 
harder if we let the Communists continue their march toward their 
goal of world domination. 

Mr. Arens. There is still another argument: If we trade with the 
Tron Curtain governments, particularly now with China, that we will 
woo China and woo the captive nations away from the Soviet orbit. 
What do you think of that argument ? 

Representative Bussey. I think it is just nonsense. 

Mr. Arens. You know it is made and advocated with greater 
sincerity by people high in this Government ? 

tepresentative Bussey. I do not care by whom it is made; it is 
still silly. Unfortunately, they have not given the time and study to 
this subject that a great many of us throughout the United States 
have given it. 

I will tell you what you will run up against on my first step—and 
1 think this is important to your resolutions, because you will have to 
face it. I will take you back to September 27, 1943, when I introduced 
the following very short, simple resolution in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, a concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, the Senate concurring, That the 
Congress hereby petitions the President of the United States to invite repre- 
sentatives of the United Nations to a meeting to be held in the United States 
where peace aims of their respective countries will be submitted in writing as a 
basis for formulating a program for world peace. 

That resolution was sent to the Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House. At that time, a very distinguished Member of the House 
from New York, Sol Bloom, was chairman of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. Week after week, I would confront him with the same 
question: “When are you going to let me come in and testify before 
your committee in behalf of this resolution ?” 

Finally, after many weeks, he said to me: 


Fred, you might just as well realize it; you are not going to get a hearing on 
that resolution, 
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Being one of those individuals who are more-or-less persistent, I said, 
“Why?” Hesaid: 
Because you know and I know that all the nations would be perfectly willing to 


state their peace aims in writing, with the exception of our great ally, Soviet 
Russia. 


I said: 


Sol, I will buy the first part, but I won’t buy the second part, because I never 
have admitted, and never will admit, that Soviet Russia was at any time an ally 
of ours. She was a cobelligerent and nothing else, 


As I said, being rather persistent, I asked: 

Well, why am I not going to get a hearing on my resolution? 

He replied— 

You might just as well know it. I have orders from the White House not to give 
you a hearing on your resolution. 

I had explained in a speech on the floor of the House that’ we had 
invited all the nations in for the food conference down at Hot Springs, 
Va., to distribute the food all over the world. We had invited them in 
at, Atlantic City to set up the Relief and Rehabilitation Conference, 
UNRRA—and it has already been proven that the Commies got most 
of the goods, and that it was a job haven for Commies, to see that they 
ran the show. We called them together at Bretton Woods for the 
monetary conference; so I said: 

Why not call them together for the peace conference? 


What has that to do with Senate Resolution 247? I will tell you. 

The argument will be presented that Great Britain would not agree 
to anything like that. And I do not believe she will. But if she will 
not, should we not find it out now, rather than later? There will be a 
lot of other countries that will not be willing to sign it. But should 
not the American people and the Congress of the United States have 
that information now, instead of doing nothing, as was done when my 
resolution died in the committee back 1n 1943 ? 

Mr. Arens. In other words, you are saying it is time to choose up 
sides to know who our friends are and who are not our friends? 

Representative Bussey. Yes; but, unfortunately—and I think a 
great many people know it—you would not get very many people to go 
along with you on this thing. I will give you a good illustration. 
When I was in E urope with the Kersten committee, we concluded our 
hearings on a Friday night in London. We could not open the hear- 
ings in Munich until the following Wednesday, because Mr. Kersten 
could not have an appointment with Comrade Adenauer until Tuesday 
afternoon. But, in my capacity as chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Appropriations in the House for the Department of Labor, and related 
agencies, and the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, I 
was particularly interested in the conference that was going on in 
Geneva—the International Labor Organization Conference—because 
we had representatives there from our own Department. That comes 
under the Labor Department, and I have the chairmanship of that 
Subcommittee on Appropriations. 

So, I took a plane to Geneva early Saturday morning, and I attended 
some of the sessions of the ILO. I was there on the most historic day 
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in the 37 years of that organization. As you probably know, that is 
the only organization set up in the League of Nations, which survived. 

What was the situation? Soviet Russia, and I think this is very 
important to what you are exploring here with your resolution— 
Soviet Russia and five of her satellites applied for admission into the 
ILO. T hey could not be denied on one ground, because, at what was 
known as the Philadelphia Convention in 1946, the rules of the ILO 
were changed to permit any member nation of the United Nations to 
join the ILO. But the big fight at that convention was on this issue: 
Did the representatives of labor and the representatives of manage- 
ment for Soviet Russia and her satellite countries really represent 
labor and really represent management, or did they actually represent 
government ? 

The ILO has always been a tripartite organization; two delegates 
from a nation representing government, one representing labor, and 
one representing management. For instance, for the United States, 
the labor delegate was Mr. Delaney, who is one of the officials of 
the American Federation of Labor. The man representing manage- 
ment was Mr. Will McGrath, of Cincinnati, Ohio, delegated by the 
United States Chamber of Commerce and the National Manufacturers’ 
Association. The two men representing government were Assistant 
Secretary of Labor, Mr. J. Ernest Wilkins, and Governor Langlie of 
the State of Washington. 

Mr. Wilkins was the chairman of our delegation. If I may digress 
at this point, Mr. Wilkins is one of our most prominent Negro lawyers 
from the city of Chicago. Everybody at the conference—all the ad- 
visers, all our delegates representing management, labor, and govern- 
ment—everyone of them—agreed that it was only through the efforts 
of Mr. Wilkins that all three segments of the United States delegation 
were woven into a solid front for the first time in the history of the 
ILO. I think that is a credit to him. 

But when the chips were down and the votes were taken on whether 
these delegates of labor and management really represented labor 
and management, or actually represented the government, very few 
of the nations all over the world stayed with the United States in 
opposing the seating of these delegates. 

Out of the entire Far Eastern bloc at the ILO Conference, the only 
one that voted with the United States was Nationalist China on the 
island of Formosa. All] the others deserted us, and voted with the 
U.S. S. R. 

You might reasonably ask: What has this to do with the strategy 
and tactics of world communism, which the subcommittee is consid- 
ering at this time? Do you think it is by accident that Soviet Russia 
and her satellites have come back into UNESCO? Do you think it is 
by accident that they applied for admission to the ILO? No. It is 
by design, because they see this way to get back into these international 
organizations. 

They will be having their agents in these organizations stationed 
in every country of the world, and those agents will be top-trained 
Communist technicians. They will be going into our point 4 program, 
and that is because, as the Director General explained it to me, it is 
almost impossible to get technicians from the United States interested 
in going into that program. So, the Soviets will come up with the 
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trained technicians and they will be operating as agents of the Krem- 
lin. That means 1 more individual or 2 more individuals in these 
countries as contact agents between the internal Communist forces of 
these countries and the outside. 

I would like to make one more statement, and then finish, unless 
there are some questions, because there is so much to this that I could 
continue for weeks. 

One thing that was brought home very forcibly to our Kersten 
committee over in Europe by the witnesses who testified concerning 
how the Kremlin took over the governments of the various countries 
was this: That, generally speaking, the first ones to be liquidated were 
the people who had led the Communist fight within these countries to 
overthrow the incumbent regimes. In other words, the leaders of the 
Communist movement in a country—those people who were collabo- 
rating with the Kremlin and who were responsible in a great degree 
for the Kremlin’s being able to take over the country—were the first 
to be liquidated. The Communists will not take any chances on these 
nationals, unless they have uses for them, and, then, only up to the 

oint where, in their judgment, it is inadvisable to keep them any 
onger. When that time comes, these nationals go. 

I should like to call one other thing to the attention of the subcom- 
mittee. I have not read this article for some time, and I will not 
impose on the subcommittee’s time by reading it now, but it is an 
article from page 2-B of the Washington Post of Sunday, July 15, 
1951, entitled, “Frail, Secretive Ho Chi Minh Is No. 1 Red of Asia 
Gateway.” 

Mr. Arens. I wonder if you would identify the article just more 
precisely for the purpose of the record. 

Representative Bussey. It is by Seymour Topping, and it is date- 
lined Saigon, Indochina. 

Mr. Arens. It appeared in what paper? 

Representative Bussry. The Washington Post, Sunday, July 15, 
1951. The significant thing about it is this: The article tells how Ho 
Chi Minh was employed by the United States Government in the OSS, 
and also the United States IS. It does not do our hearts any good to 
see things handled in such a terrible way as they have been handled in 
Korea and Indochina, when there was no excuse whatever for such 
mishandling. 

Mr. Arens. I think it would be helpful if you would elaborate a bit 
more on the significance of that article so the record would reflect 
clearly your interpretation of it. 

Representative Bussey. The only reason I referred to it is that we 
accepted these — into our governmental agencies all over the 
world; practically saying that they believed in the same ideals we do. 

I have here a copy of testimony—received just this morning—taken 
by our committee in Berlin, that is very pertinent. One of the wit- 
nesses had been a top Soviet agent who had performed in every way 
for the Kremlin for many, many years, but had eventually come into 
disfavor with the gangsters in the Kremlin. He was exiled to the 
slave-labor camp known as Vorkuta, which is known as probably the 
worst slave-labor camp in all of Soviet Russia, and from which they 
get a great deal of their coal. 
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This testimony illustrates my point that we did not realize what the 
problem was, or that if we did realize what the problem was, someone 
certainly should be taken to task. This man and several of our other 
witnesses in Berlin testified under names other than their own, 
although their backgrounds and real names are known to the com- 
mittee and their records are in the file. Our committee was satisfied 
as to the authenticity of their testimony and their qualifications as 
witnesses. Ironically enough, one of the witnesses testified under the 
name of Herr John. 

I will read part of the testimony of the witness who was exiled to 


Vorkuta: 


Question. How did you happen to obtain your release from Vorkuta? 

Answer. The Soviets released 15,000 Germans in order to prepare a good 
atmosphere for the Berlin Conference. These 15,000 people partly consisted of 
prisoners of war and partly of civilians. From Vorkuta itself about 100 male 
and about 20 female prisoners were released, and I was among those 100 men. 


So you see that this man has not been out from behind the Iron 
Curtain too long. 


Question. This, then, was a Soviet gesture on the eve of the happening of the 
Four-Power Conference in Berlin; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes; that was our opinion of it. 

Question. Now, who was the man, Doctor, that caused your arrest in the East 
Zone of Berlin? 

Answer. It was the representative of the Moscow faction in the Ministry 
of Health in which I worked at the time, Dr. Coutelle, who caused my arrest. 

Question. Dr. Coutelle was a Comintern agent; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell us something about Dr. Coutelle, who he is and what 
he did? 

Answer. He is about 45 years old; was born in Germany. Previous to 1933 he 
was a member of the Communist Party. After 1933 he went to Moscow and 
was trained for this special task of the Comintern. 

Question. How do you spell Coutelle? 

Answer. C-o-u-t-e-l-l-e. 

Question. Go right ahead. 

Answer. In 1936 he went to Spain and remained there until the end of the 
civil war. There, he was a member of the international brigade. After the 
termination of the civil war he was living in England, and in approximately 
1941 or 1942 he received the order from the section of German iminigrants of the 
Comintern to volunteer as a doctor for the American Army. He did so and then 
served as a doctor in the American Army at the Burmese front. 

Question. Is that on the Burma front under General Stilwell? 

Answer, Yes. 

Question. Now, he received—this Comintern agent that you are talking about, 
Dr. Coutelle—received a commission in the United States Army as a dotcor; is 
that correct? 

Answer. Yes. He was an American military physician and he worked in the 
American Army as a physician 

Question. As a physician? But he had a commission. He was in uniform. 

Answer. Yes, he was in uniform. 

Question. And he was assigned to the Burma front under General Stilwell; 
is that correct? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. You are testifying from your own knowledge on that; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. I know his personnel files very well. When he came back, at 
that time I was in charge of the Personnel Department. 

Question. Of what? 

Answer. Of the Ministry of Health. He came back to Berlin, approximately 
the beginning of 1946, and still was in American uniform. 

The CHATRMAN, Just a minute. Where were you when you saw his personnel 
file, Mr. Witness * 

The Witness. I was in charge of the Personnel Department of the Ministry 
of Health in East Germany. 
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Question. What date was this? 

Answer. That was in 1946. 

Question. On what month and day, if you can recall? 

Answer. Approximately January or February 1946. About that period. 

Question. And in what city or place? 

Answer. In East Berlin. 

Question. And at that time, the East Berlin Government was under the Com- 
munists ; was it? 

Answer. Officially it was, and formerly it was nonpartisan and all parties par- 
ticipated. However, this government was not fully competent as a government 
at that period. That was done before 1949. 

He went on to testify cone erning another agent of the Comintern 
whom they sent over to be given a commission in the United States 
Army, and who also served “under General Stilwell in the Burmese 
campaign. I bring that up for this reason: To these people who say 
we should not adopt Senate Resolution 247 because we need these 
listening posts in all these countries of the world, I say, Who are out 
in these listening posts? Back in the 80th Congress in 1947 and 1948, 
1 spent a year and a half making a one-man investigation of the State 
Department. 

One of the divisions I investigated that year was the Foreign Serv- 
ice Institute. Lo and behold, whom did I find at the head of this 
Foreign Service Institute, whose responsibility it was to train all these 
young fellows entering our Foreign Service to be sent out to these 
listening posts? A man by the name of William Maddox. Who is 
William Maddox? William Maddox was in charge of the OSS sta- 
tion at Beri, Italy, during World War II. He was in charge there 
when the United States Army sent into Yugoslavia an intelligence 
detail under Colonel McDowell, who, in my estimation, was one of the 
best intelligence officers we had in G-2. I have not heard of him for 
some time; but the last time I did, he was still in G-2. 

You will recall that up until about the end of November 1943, all 
you read about in our papers concerning Yugoslavia was General 
Mihailovich and his techniques. But then, just as if you took a sh arp 
knife and cut it off in the press, you never heard another word about 
him. All you heard about were Tito and the partisans. That was 
when Mr. Churchill was very successful in persuading our Govern- 
ment to support Communist Tito. 

After Colonel McDowell took this mission into Yugoslavia, he 
started sending in his reports. Being a military man and an intel- 
ligence man, he naturally made factual reports. As far as I have 
been able to ascertain from my conversations with various people who 
know this situation very well and in whom I have every confidence, 
William Maddox, the head of our OSS station in Beri, Italy, pre- 
ferred court-martial charges against Colonel McDowell because his 
reports were not slanted in favor of the Communists. 

After some time, Gen. George Marshall, who was then Chief 
of Staff finally quashed the court-martial charges against Colonel 
McDowell. But this William Maddox was down there training our 
boys in the Foreign Service Institute for duty overseas. I think 
members of this committee will agree with me that, i in the study of 
strategy and tactics of world communism, and in order really to 
put up an effective effort against the Communists, these boys cer tainly 
should be oriented in the right way on the subject of communism 
ee they go out in the field—before they leave the United States 
shores, 
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But, would Mr, William Maddox, who was in charge of the Institute, 
permit anyone in that Institute who was well qualified to talk on the 
subject of anticommunism from a realistic viewpoint, to talk to 
these boys? Not one. The only ones who got into that Institute 
were the Owen Lattimores, the John Emersons, the Philip Jessups, 
the John Davies, and that ilk. They were the only ones who could 
get in to tell these boys about communism and to orient them before 
they went to these listening posts. That is one of the reasons, among 
many others, why our listening posts have been ineffective. As far 
as I am concerned, it blows into bits any arguments that could be 
presented concerning the necessity for these listening posts. 

In addition to that, I have visited during the last 4 years 24 of these 
so-called listening posts. From all I could wathet. we would have been 
much better off if we had had no information coming back, rather 
than some of the information which was sent back. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel that I have already imposed too much on the 
time of the subcommittee. If there are any further questions, I shall 
be more than happy to answer them to the best of my ability. 

Chairman Jenner. I am sure the committee is deeply appreciative 
of your testimony and will give it very serious consideration as it 
studies and pursues this challenging subject of the str ategy and 
tactics of world communism. 

On behalf of the committee I want to thank you for the time and 
efforts you have put forth on preparing this statement and in pre- 
senting your views and the information which you have now sub- 
mitted to the subcommittee. 

Representative Buspey. Thank you very kindly. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m., the committee recessed, subject to 


call.) 





STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 1954 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscomMMiTteE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act aNp OruHer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:35 a. m., pursuant to call, in room 457, 
Senate Office Building, Senator John M. Butler (member of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Butler (presiding). 

Present also: Richard Arens, special counsel ; and Frank W. Schroe- 
der, professional staff member. 

Senator Butier. The subcommittee will come to order. 

This session is a continuation of the series of hearings by the special 
task force of the Internal Security Subcommittee on Strategy and 
Tactics of World Communism. 

The witness today is Mr. Louis Budenz. I am very happy to 
have you with us today, and shall listen with great interest to your 
testimony. 

Will you please rise and raise your right hand? Do you solemnly 
promise in the presence of Almighty God that the evidence you will 
give before this task force will “be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth? 

Mr. Bupvenz. I do. 

Senator BuTLer. The witness is sworn, Counsel may proceed. 


TESTIMONY OF LOUIS BUDENZ 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, for the purpose of the record, will you 
kindly give us a brief résumé of your background ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. Yes, sir, I am at present a member of the faculty 
of Fordham University, although I have now requested and received 
a year’s leave of absence because of the many subpenas I have received 
from the Government. I am also engaging at the present moment 
in extensive classes among community leaders on the strategy and 
tactics of communism, and as a result I have produced a textbook 
which is just out, on the techniques of communism. That, I should 
say, is my main concentration atthe present moment. 

In the past I was, of course, an active member of the Communist 
Party, from 1935 to 1945, and among other posts that I held in the 
Communist conspiracy was labor editor of the Daily Worker; editor 
of the Midwest Daily Record, the Communist paper in Chicago, for 
a period of time from 1937 to 1940; then managing editor of the 
Daily Worker, and president of the Freedom of the Press Co., Inc, 
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During a considerable period of that time I was a member of the 
national committee of the Communist Party, and both as a member 
of that committee and particularly as being responsible for the Daily 
Worker, I attended politburo meetings. That is the governing body 
of the Communist Party of the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, on the basis of your extensive background 
and experience in the world Communist movement, what conclusions 
do you draw on the strategy and tactics of the world Communist 
movement today ? 

Mr. Bupenz. If our Nation wishes to remain the United States of 
America and not become in a comparatively short time a satellite of 
the world Soviet dictatorship, we must break off relations with Soviet 
Russia and the satellite regimes at once. We cannot do business with 
Moscow. The longer that we attempt to do it, the more will we sink 
into the mire of defeat after defeat, which in general has been the 
history of the past 20 years of relations with Soviet Russia. 

Senator Burier. Mr. Budenz, will you direct your remarks to the 
oft-stated position that we need to have relations with Moscow so that 
we can have a listening post behind the Iron Curtain? Is there 
any validity to that contention, in your opinion ? 

Mr. Buprnz. There is none whatsoever. 

Senator Burter. Will you explain why? 

Mr. Buprnz. May I say, Mr. Senator, before explaining that, that 
this conclusion that I gave you in my first answer arises from the 
nature of Soviet communism, which is inherently determined to con- 
quer the world, and upon that basis arouses the fanaticism and devo- 
tion of its followers. It is also based on the strategy and tactics of the 
Communist conspiracy as laid down by Joseph Stalin and other 
leaders, which flows from this philosophy of communism or the nature 
of Soviet communism. 

It is based, likewise, on the supermilitary organization of the Com- 
munist conspiracy to bring about the destruction of all other nations 
so that they will become members of the world Soviet dictatorship or 
subjects of the world Soviet dictatorship. 

In regard to your question, in Soviet Russia we cannot have a true 
listening post because everything is shut off tous. There is no freedom 
vf transportation, there is no freedom of examination. How many 
of our representatives can go into the slave labor camps of Soviet 
Russia today and see there the millions of victims of the Kremlin? 

Senator Burier. Is there anything to be gained merely by having 
cur people there coming in contact with the Russian people and the 
people behind the Lron Curtain for an exchange of ideas? 

Mr. Bupenz. There is no exchange of ideas which can be made with 
the Russian people. They are constantly watched by the Soviet 
Secret Police. As a matter of fact, under the “yellow dog” contract 
of the Soviet Government, everyone, as a condition of employment, 
must report to the Soviet Secret Police on his neighbors, his friends, 
and his associates. 

Senator Butter. But we have heard so much about the small per- 
centage of people within the Communist orbit who are really hard- 
core Communists, and that it may do some good to have people there 
to talk to the people who are not Communists so they could learn 
something. 
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Mr. Bupenz. The greatest good we could do is to give hope to the 
Russian people, to make them our allies, to give them hope by letting 
them know that we are not conducting secret negotiations with their 
masters, that we are not coming to compromises and accommodations 
which are always in favor of Soviet Russia and which spread despair 
among them. 

Senator Butter. Do we weaken our position in that regard if we 
cut off all relationships with them ? 

Mr. Buprenz. No; we strengthen our position, and for a specific rea- 
son. The only listening posts that exist today are those of Soviet 
Russia in the United States in the espionage nests which are called 
embassies, and also in the Tass News Agency, which is also another 
center of espionage in this country. 

I say that with due and deliberate consideration, but it has been 
confirmed for us now by the testimony of Vladimir Petrov, the former 
Soviet diplomat, with documentary support. This testimony has just 
been given before the Royal Commission on Espionage in Australia, 
and I have read it day by day through copies of the Sydney Morning 
Herald which have been sent to me kindly by a friend. This will soon 
be available to this committee, by the way, because I understand the 
Australian Government is about to print the hearings of the Royal 
Commission on Espionage, and they are startling. They indicate five 
different directorates of espionage functioning out of the Soviet 
Foreign Office under Mr. Molotov, in every country of the world. 

These various directorates are one on political information, one on 
military intelligence, one on sabotage, and another which I have for- 
gotten for the moment, and as an addition to that, one for the assassina- 
tion of Soviet enemies. The existence of these directorates is not only 
shown, as I recall, by Mr. Petrov’s sworn testimony, but by written 
documents of instruction to him which he turned over to the Royal 
Commission on Espionage. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, on the basis of your background, experi- 
ence, and intimate knowledge of the world Communist conspiracy, 
would you give your appr: aisal to this subcommittee of the Soviet 
timetable. How late is it on the Soviet timetable for world 
domination ? 

Mr. Bupenz. The Soviet timetable does not go by years; it goes by 
periods. We have I consider the best of all authorities in Joseph V. 
Stalin. He isthe best of all authorities, because the Communists have 
continuously acclaimed him to be the leader, teacher, and guide of the 
oppressed of the world. In his F oundations of Leninism, published i in 
1934, Stalin says on page 91 of the Little Lenin Library edition—and 
I want to emphasize this—that this present period, following the 
October revolution, that is, following the Bolshevik revolution in 
Russia, has as its objective— 

To consolidate the dictatorship of the proletariat in one country, using it as a 
base for the overthrow of imperialism in all countries. 

That is for the overthrow of all other governments. 


The revolution is spreading beyond the confines of one country. The period of 
world revolution has commenced. 


It is in this present period that Soviet Russia intends to conquer 
the world, That is its program and it is moving forward to it under 
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the policy of encirclement which Stalin laid down in 1939 and which 
is proceeding according to schedule. 

Mr. Arens. Is peaceful coexistence with the Soviets possible, in your 
judgment ? 

Mr. Bupenz. Peaceful coexistence is utterly impossible. Peaceful 
coexistence was the slogan raised by Stalin in 1927 for the deceit of 
the non-Soviet world. Almost at the same moment that he raised 
that slogan for these strategic purposes to deceive the rest of the 
world, he was writing for the Communists the Problems of Leninism. 

Senator Burier. May I ask you nie question: If this conspiracy 
has a well-defined objective which we all believe it does have, why 
is it that we were able in America milee the leadership of Mr. Browder 
to have the Communist Party depart from its basic objective of over- 
throwing by force and violence and pursuing the tactic that he 
suggested ? 

Mr. Bupenz. Senator, it really didn’t depart from that objective. 
If you will read Mr. Browder’s own works, you will see that he 
stands on the foundations of Lenin and Stalin, and their foundation 
is the violent overthrow of the Government of the United States. 

Seator Burier. But he did adopt peaceful methods for a period of 
years; did he not ? 

Mr. Bupenz. He did it under instructions from Moscow. So did 
Stalin speak about peace. Stalin made the Teheran pact—— 

Senator Burier. In other words, that was just part of the pose to 
throw the free world off balance? 

Mr. Bupenz. That is right, and Browder was made the victim of 
Soviet policy later on because they had to have a scapegoat in order 
to show that now the war was on against the United States. There 
was nothing that could show that better than to demote Browder for 
standing for peace. That electrified the Communists of the world. 

Senator Burter. Without naming names or even referring to any 
one organization over another, do you think that there is any other 
ideological organization in the world today that can successfully 
combat communism ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. I think the United States of America, because of its 
great productive capacity which could cause Mr. James Byrnes, as 
head of the Office of War Mobilization, to state toward the end of 
World War II that we could produce and were about to produce as 
much as the Allies and the Axis combined, and with the ingenuity of 
the American people, with the great prestige that the U nited States 
has, although I must confess it is losing it somewhat under -Com- 
munist propaganda throughout the world to which we do not retort— 
the United States has been placed in a historic position to be the 
moral leader of the world in the battle against this evil, the great 
evil of our times, and it can defeat it. But it must know it in order 
to defeat it. 

Senator Burter. But there is no organization, as distinct from a 
governmental unit, that could defeat communism, in your opinion. 

Mr. Bupenz. There are moral forces into which I do not wish to 
go in this inquiry. As a matter of fact, immediately as of this 
moment the United States has the 1 ‘esponsibility and can discharge it, 
if it does not constantly fall victim to Communist propaganda, the 
Communist line, as it has done, most unfortunately, in too large a 
measure fer a long series of years. 
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Senator Burter. Would it be fair to say that your testimony up to 
this time would amount to this: That we break off relations with 
Russia and that we go about our own business in fighting communism 
in our own way, and not say too much about what we are doing, but 
nevertheless effectively fight communism ? 

Mr. Bupenz. Say what we are doing in part, but also not say what 
we are doing in part. We would immediately obtain allies among the 
enslaved people behind the Iron Curtain who are today in a position 
of despair. We would obtain allies who would stand by us and in 
whom we could trust and who would not be lukewarm, who would not 
use every occasion—Soviet trade, or the balance-of-power theory, or 
their own weakness, or Red propaganda within, for instance, France 
against the remilitarization of Western Germany—to desert us at a 
critical moment. We would know, in other words, for the security 
of the United States, where we stand in the world arena. 

Today we have no such knowledge, because our allies are constantly 
changing their policy and, as a matter of fact, are giving aid and 
comfort very frequently to the Soviet Union. 

May I add here just one thought, because I wanted to mention the 
fraud of this peaceful coexistence which is being put forward as the 
chief basis of the Communist line today, resurrected from Stalin’s 
statement in 1927 for the deceit of the United States. At the 
moment that Stalin raised that slogan he was writing the Problems 
of Leninism, in which he said that the core of Leninism was the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, and he states here on page 19 that 
this must be achieved on a worldwide scale because conflict between 
the Soviet Republic and the non-Soviet world is inevitable. Then he 
proceeded to state: 

Can such a radical transformation of the old bourgeois system of society be 
achieved without a violent revolution, without the dictatorship of the proletariat? 
Obviously not. To think that such a revolution can be carried out peacefully 
within the framework of bourgeois democracy * * * means 1 of 2 things. It 
means either madness and the loss of normal human understanding or else an 
open and gross repudiation of the proletarian revolution. 

In other words, here in two pages Stalin says we must conquer the 
world, quoting Lenin, and he says it.must be done by violence. There 
is no other way in which to achieve that purpose. 

Mr. Arens. How does the Communist line operate ? 

Mr. Bupenz. The Communist line is first stated in the declarations 
of the leaders of the Kremlin. The present line, which is advancing 
too successfully in the United States, was dictated basically by Stalin 
and Malenkov in October 1952 at the 19th Congress of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union. This is embodied in 83 documents, 1 
of which I haye with me, the one by Malenkov. Stalin’s document 
was called Economic Problems of Socialism in the U.S. S. R. Then 
there was his statement on bourgeois liberties in imperialist countries 
which, by the way, is reprinted in the October 1952 Political Affairs. 

Mr. Arens. Identify that document. 

Mr. Bupenz. Political Affairs is the official theoretical organ of the 
Communist Party. These three statements are the basis of the present 
Communist line. They have been given new development by Malenkov 
in his address to the Supreme Soviet in August 1953 and his statement 
in April 1954, 
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They are carried out to the international Communist world through 
these two particular publications in my hand, although there are 
others—the organ of the Cominform, the successor of the Communist 
International, which comes in here every week in English translation, 
as it goes into all the major countries of the world in their respective 
tongues; and the New Times, coming directly from Moscow, likewise 
in English translation, as it is translated into many other languages. 

Then it is refined for American consumption in Political Affairs. 
We have here as an illustration the leading article in the August 1954 
Political Affairs, William Z. Foster, The Question of Peaceful Co- 
existence of the U.S. A.and U.S.S. R. 

This is a document which everyone should read. In this document 
Foster says that the Communists would forward peaceful coexistence 
in order to bring about the total disarmament of America, the end of 
all our atomic stockpile—in other words, all those conditions which 
mean that the United States will be unguarded and unprepared 
against attack by Soviet Russia. But there is one quote here I would 
like, with your permission, particularly to emphasize because, while 
stating that peaceful coexistence must be advanced as a slogan and as 
a thought, and that it will lead, if the Communists can bring it about, 
gradually to the disarmament of the United States, Foster then says, 
because the Communists must know this is not truly peace—they must 
deceive others but never fall victims to their own deceit, and that is 
why this Aesopian or double-talk language must always be a feature 
of Communist directives—therefore, Foster says: 

Stalin among his last statements reemphasized Lenin’s position that so long 
as imperialism lasts there will be danger of war, a warning which is doubly 
pertinent with regard to American imperialism. 

What does that mean? ‘That means that the only road to peace is 
by the world Soviet dictatorship, when American imperialism or the 
American Government as it is today will be at an end. That, of course, 
is completely in accordance with the Communist fundamental con- 
cepts as laid down in the program of the Communist International, 
where the necessity for the world Soviet dictatorship is so emphasized 
and the means to obtain it even in detail through violence are outlined. 
That is the emphasis put in the Foundations of Leninism by Stalin and 
in his Problems of Leninism, in addition, of course, to many other 
fundamental works which I could quote. 

These, by the way, are works which the Communists read right to 
this moment. These can be bought in Communist book shops—if I 
could get into the Communist Party I could buy it within the party 
branches, such as they are, very secret and underground—for the 
guidance of the Communists. These works are studied constantly, 
referred to in discussions, and are the basis of Communist thought 
and action. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, in the course of the last few years there 
has obviously developed in the United States a strong anti-Com- 
munist sentiment which is reflected in the Congress by legislation, 
which is reflected in the press, reflected at the crossroads of America. 
What is your appraisal, as of the moment, of the strength of the 
Communist conspiracy in the United States, say, as compared to what 
it was, say, 5 or 10 or 15 years ago? Is it a greater menace today 
than ever before? Is it a less menace? What is your appraisal ? 
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Mr. Bupenz. It is a greater menace today because, despite all the 
assaults made upon it, it is determining to too great a measure what 
American public opinion is, and is doing this through the victory of 
the Communist line. 

Mr. Arens. How powerful is this Communist Party as a political 
force today ? 

Mr. Buprnz. It is the most powerful political force in the U nited 
States. Let me show this so it won’t be considered to be an extrava- 
gant statement. 

The Communists had a secret conference in September of last year, 
and the substance of this conference is presented in this report in my 
hand which was issued for the Communists to read and study, New 
Opportunities in the Fight for Peace and Democracy. In this docu- 
ment the Communists emphasize the need for big power negotiation, as 
Malenkov had stated in August ; they stress the need for the five-power 
meeting; they stress those things which occurred at Berlin and Geneva. 
As a matter of fact, if you go through this document you will be 
amazed at the many items which they have stressed which have come 
into being in the United States, at least to the extent that they are 
echoed out through some agencies of public opinion and information. 

The center of this was the attack upon McCarthyism. I want you to 
note this in this report. ‘The attack upon McCarthyism, the struggle 
against McCarthyism, was to be linked with the struggle for peace— 
in 1 other words, with the struggle for further Soviet aggression. If 
you study that document you will see how much of it has come to 
life in America and how successful the Communist program has been 
of paralyzing us through the cries against McCarthyism and MecCar- 
ranism. I have to use those phrases because they are their phrases, 
Communist phrases. 

They have produced this national election conference report which 
I now show you, which is just a continuation of their directives 
during the last 2 years calling for the defeat in the congressional elec- 
tions of every McCarthyite and McCarranite candidate. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a fallacy in numbers in undertaking to appraise 
the Communist strength in America? We know from reports which 
have been made public from intelligence agencies that the actual 
numerical strength of the Communist Party operators has been re- 
duced in the course of the last few years. Ts there a fallacy in ap- 
praising the Communist Party strength on the basis of numbers? 

Mr. Bupenz. It has been reduced, but not to the extent that is sup- 
posed. There are 750,000 members who have left the Communist 
Party, let us say, in the last 15 years, but a great number of them 
haven't left because they are not Communists. They have left be- 
cause they cannot stand the strain of being assigned to penetrate five 
organizations each, which is what the normal Communist is supposed 
todo. Many of these people are still on good terms with the party and, 
as a matter of fact, [ know of situations in which we called upon 
persons of that type to cooperate with the party in emergencies, and 
they responded. That has occurred time and time again. 

Aside from the numbers today, it must be understood that the Com- 
munist Party does not measure itself in numbers. It measures itself 
by the discipline of its membership and their ability to penetrate key 
positions. 

Mr. Arens. How do you appraise their strength ? 
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Mr. Bupenz. I ap bs aise it as they appraise it, because it is realistic. 
Malenkov stated in 1948, in a document which showed he was going 
to become the leader of internation al communism, “In the party we 
do not want quantity, but quality.” That has always been empha- 
sized. The Communist Party is the vanguard, it is the chosen few, it 
is those who can accept discipline from Moscow and who can carry 
out orders as members of an invading army would, except this is under 
psychologi ical pressure. 

One eee Hiss is worth more to the Kremlin than 3 million of 
people calling themselves Communists and loosely organized, who 
wouldn’t accept discipline and wouldn’t be responsive to orders. It 
is the method of penetration that the Communists use following out 
Stalin’s injunction that every nonparty organization—and that in- 
cludes governmental agencies when possible and other agencies in, for 
instance, American life—must be made a transmission belt for the 
Communist line. That is Stalin’s statement in Foundations of Lenin- 
ism. That is the theory on which the Communists work. Never has 
communism been successful in coming forward with open banners be- 
fore the people. It has always succeeded first by undermining and 
penetrating through concealed Communists. 

Mr. Arens. Then you would say, Mr. Budenz, that our legislative 
program to date has had no adverse effect on our fight against com- 
munism ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. It has not had any adverse effect on our fight against 
communism. The only difficulty is that it is not carried forward in 
an atmosphere which is really coping with the reality of the Commu- 
nist conspiracy. 

In the first place, that is why I feel there would also be an internal 
reaction—I don’t use that in the sense of reactionary—that there would 
be an internal reaction from the breaking off of relations with Soviet 
Russia. Everyone would realize that Soviet Russia is what it is mak- 
ing itself, an enemy of the United States. Everyone would realize that 
the sole reason we are endeavoring to cope with the Communist Party 
here is not for the purpose of sending human bei ‘ings to jail, but for 
the purpose of dealing with the fifth column, an espionage and infiltra- 
tion agency of a power which is determined to destroy us, which is 
determined upon world conquest. 

Mr. Arens. Would the severance of diplomatic relations be a step 
toward war, in your judgment ? 

Mr. Buprenz. It would not. To the contrary, if we continue to fol- 
low the path of alleged peaceful coexistence we will have constant 
periphery warfare as we have had in Korea, Indochina, and other 
places, and we will go from war to war. If we endeavor to halt Soviet 
aggression we will weaken our economy and our personnel. This is 
the program of Stalin since 1939, when he stated, “In our day wars 
are not declared, they are made.” The Kremlin is making war under 
the name of peace, constantly crying peace and itself guilty of 
aggression. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, you said a few moments ago in effect that 
the Communist conspiracy in this country was, in your judgment, the 
strongest political force in America. Could you elaborate on that and 
tell us how that political force operates to obtain its objectives? 

Mr. Bupenz. Yes: I can answer that, but I would like to answer this 
question about war first because it is very important. 
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We are today in world war III, according to Stalin’s pattern. This 
is world war III because, according to the Communists, every day is 
an engagement in the class war, and truce, negotiation, courtroom 
scenes, activity of a political character—all of that is war. ‘The Com- 
munists have a favorite method of citing the quotation of General 
Clausewitz, the Prussian general whom Lenin admired so much, who 
stated that war is the extension of politics by other means. They add, 

Lenin did, in thought at least, inversely, likewise, politics is war. 

The Communists, every time they meet us, at Berlin, Geneva, and 
in an alleged Korean truce, are planning war against us. If war by 
diplomatic means serves their purposes, they will use it. If necessary, 
then they will attack Indochina—whatever serves their purpose. 

Soviet Russia dare not have a frontal war with the United States. 
We have been frightening ourselves to death with the myth about 
Soviet Russia’s warring upon us today—while we are still strong. 
Soviet Russia dare not have a frontal war against the United States. 

‘There was no country more badly routed than Soviet Russia by 
Hitler. It was the United States which saved Soviet Russia. Soviet 
Russia dare not have a frontal war with the United States today or 
during the present period, at least, because it has slave labor, which 
is very bad labor for productive purposes, You can see that the 
Soviet Union is buying tractors now. ‘Tractors have been released 
to them for their farm purposes. Their workers cannot turn out 
enough. Soviet Russia also has the labor passport system under which 
the free worker dares not leave his job without the consent of the 
Government bureaucracy. That is ital they call the dictatorship 
of the proletariat. The workers are under a dictatorship, but it is the 
dictatorship of the Communist Party led by Malenkov. No worker 
dares leave his job in Soviet Russia without a labor passport, the con- 
sent of the Government bureaucracy. 

This does not make for a good labor force. We know that machinery 
and free labor go together. 

Then in addition, we have the conditions in the satellite countries, 
The revolt in East Germany under difficult circumstances indicates 
a condition of unrest which we should understand, because the Poles 
certainly were 99 percent against communism, and the Hungarians 
voted overwhelmingly against communism, but they were defeated 
by the so-called United Front coalition government forced upon them 
and the methods which the Communists used, and then force was 
used, 

Mr. Arens. How about Czechoslovakia ? 

Mr. Bupenz. Czechoslovakia likewise. Although that country had 
a large Communist Party toward the end, nevertheless the people 
were strongly for the Czechoslovakian Republic. 

In every event the achievement was brought about through what 
they call coalition governments, that is, the Communists getting cer- 
tain key ministries which allowed them to control education and the 
police, and then the Communists would have big demonstrations, 
guerrilla attacks on governmental forces, and there would be no 
action against them. In that way the crisis continued, the confusion 
increased, until it was evident that those who were forced into co- 
operating with the Communists were either going to be destroyed, 
had to commit suicide, or had to endeavor to flee into exile. Soviet 
rule then prevailed. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, to revert to the question which we were 
dealing with a few moments ago, you stated in effect earlier in your 
testimony that the Communist Party was the strongest political force 
in America. Could you elaborate on that and tell us how the Commu- 
nist Party accomplishes its objectives of political subversion ? 

Mr. Buprenz. We have a peculiar situation. So strong is the senti- 
ment against communism among the common people of this country 
that there is no doubt that, for example, this attempt to outlaw the 
Communist Party represented what the people want done in some form 
or other. The common pe 7 le want forthright action, when you speak 
of communism alone, the Communist Party alone. But where the 
difficulty comes in is that the Communist Party, td hg concealed 
Communists, making transmission belts, in whole or i 1 part, of cer- 
tain agencies of opinion- making, persuade them on atenie 
bases to follow the Communist line. That has been the secret of the 
Communist strength in this country for a number of years. We have 
had this study by the subcommittee on internal security, of the Insti- 
tute of Pacific Relations. That is a very splendid example of the 
manner in which the Communists forward the line through infiltra- 
tion by a very few people getting into key posts. 

Mr, Arens. What are the political objectives of the Communist 
Party now, the legislative program objectives of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Bupenz. The legislative objectives of the Communist Party 
have to be understood in the light of the Communist attitude toward 
reform, which is the third item I would like to bring to your atten- 
tion. The first was the nature of Soviet communism, which I haven't 
really examined but which I hinted at. The second is the Communist 
line and the way it operates. The third is the Communist attitude 
on reforms. 

There is a great deal of confusion about the Communist attitude on 
reforms, because in this election program of theirs they talk about 
all sorts of reforms they are for, and many people have been misled 
into believing that the Communists stand for reforms. 

Anyone who has been a Communist knows very well and Mr. Stalin 
has advised very definitely that if they actually stand for reforms, 
they are reformists, and that is a very serious offense, a very serious 
deviation. That makes them enemies of the Communist cause. They 
must not entangle themselves with the belief that reforms can attain 
anything. 

Stalin says on page 104 of Foundations of Leninism: 

To a revolutionary— 
that is, a Communist— 
the main thing is revolutionary work. The revolutionary will receive reform 
in order to use it as an aid in combining legal work with illegal work, to intensify 
under its cover the illegal work for the revolutionary preparation of the masses 
for the overthrow of the bourgeoisie. 

In other words, very frankly here Stalin says that reforms are used 
as a screen or cover for the illegal activities of the Communist con- 
spiracy to bring about the dictatorship. That is precisely the way in 
which they are used. Therefore, we must discount the reforms that 
they were always advocating. 
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When we get to the Communist line, they wish to have those can- 
didates elected who will stand for peaceful coexistence, thereby echo- 
ing Stalin, who will stand for still more big power negotiations, who 
will stand for recognition of Red China, not yet attained, who will 
stand for a continuance of moves to break down any effort to defend 
Europe, who will oppose rearmament of West Germany. There is 
a whole series of proposals, all in the same direction. 

Mr. Arens. What is their attitude on the MeCarran-Walter Im- 
migration and Nationality Act ? 

Mr. Bupenz. It is right here very prominently in the report on 
their secret conference for the repeal of the Walter-McCarran Act. 

Mr. Arens. What is their attitude on congressional investigating 
committees ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. The complete w iping out of those congressional com- 
mittees under the ¢ ry of McCarthyism. In a very interesting article, 
by the way, called the Anatomy of MeCarthyism, in the May 1954 
Political Affairs, the Communist Party declared that under that title 
they included all congressional investigations, also all the informers 
who aided the Government. 

Mr. Arens. Witnesses before congressional committees ? 

Mr. Bupenz. That is right. I am using their own language. And 
likewise they struck out at the Federal Bureau of Investigation. As 
early as 1950, Gil Green, who is now a fugitive from justice in the 
United States, having been convicted in a Smith Act case, spoke out as 
one of the leaders of the party—and he was following up Gus Hall's 
directives under the title of “The Battle Against Me( ‘arthyi ism,” which 
they opened up then, March 23, 1950, when they began this anti-Me- 
Carthy campaign officially at an extraordinary national committee 
meeting. And Gil Green as his contribution linked it up with the 
destruction of all the “informers and stoolpigeons”—those are exact 
quotes—and also the destruction of the “gestapolike” Federal Bureau 
of Investigation. (These statements appear in Political Affairs of 
May 1950.) 

Mr. Arens. How do they accomplish these objectives? You have 
said, Mr. Budenz, that the Communist Party is the strongest political 
force in America. You have told us what the objectives are—to dis- 
credit congressional committees, to do various things. Now give us 
the modus operandi. How do they actually accomplish these objec- 
tives ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. They do it in several ways. First of all, within the 
hearings themselves—anyone who has read these congressional hear- 
ings will bear this out—the Communist witnesses resort to the utmost 
insults to the representatives of the American people. I have just been 
reading the hearings of the Velde committee, which is supposed to be 
a rather mild committee, and there I see witnesses calling the Con- 
gressmen idiots, and many other names, hurling epithets at them. 

I wonder if there is any dignity left in this American Republic if 
we can permit these traitors to insult the representatives of the people 
in this fashion. 

Then while that is going on, the concealed Communists and their 
friends persuade certain representative organs of opinion to weep over 
these Communists as victims of the methods of the congressional 
investigations, 
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Mr. Arens. Do they work through other people who are not Com- 
munists but who are dupes? 

Mr. Bupenz. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us how they do that. 

Mr. Bupenz. That is an old story. They do it in two ways. I 
could give many illustrations from the past out of my own experience, 
but I think that would be consuming the subcommittee’s time. There 
isso much of a record of it that I hesitate to begin. 

However, it is done very simply, and that is, cultivating certain 
public figures, certain people who are sources of information and 
public opinion, sometimes open Communists doing so, as I did. I 
cultivated plenty of them. I cultivated Harry Hopkins and Repre- 
sentative Adolph Sabath, former chairman of the Rules Committee, 
who told me the Communists knew how to defend the New Deal 
better than the New Dealers themselves. 

Leng also, many people who have control of public opinion. But 
if I, as an open Communist, could do that, you can understand how a 
conces valed C ommunist, who is not at all sup yposed to be a member of the 
conspiracy, could do it. That is one method. 

Mr. Arens. May I pose a case to you in point, and see if you could 
help us on it. The gentleman who is presiding today, the Senator 
from Maryland, was the author of legislation which passed this last 
session of the C ongress which, among other things, undertook to give 
the Government weapons to drive Communists out of labor organiza- 
tions. The Congress was barraged with communications condemning 
the proposed legislation because it was said that it was antiunion, 
rather than anti-Communist. 

Can you tell us how that came about; what part the Communist 
Party, in your judgment, had to play in that propaganda drive? 

Mr. Bupenz. The Communist Party was the main driving force in 
that drive. Anyone who examined the Daily Worker, ae then 
retails out into life what Political Affairs has set down for it, but does 
it ona day-by-day basis, could see that the Communists or iginated this 
attack. Then it was taken up by non-Communists. 

There are Communists concealed in many organizations, not only 
labor—let’s not center on labor, because this phenomenon prevails 
in education and in many other fields. It also prevails among some of 
our industrialists who have those at their elbows who are constantly 
counseling them into a position which is in accordance with the Com- 
munist line. 

The thing is, the Communists have several ways of doing this. They 
bring the thing in to the union meeting, and many times they are not 
known as Communists, or bring it into some other organization mee! 
ing. They make the whole issue an attack upon the organization 
involved. 

Incidentally, that is not only applied to this measure. It is applied 
to every effort to uproot subversives in any area of activity. If you 
will review the past efforts, from Hollywood to education, to inves- 
tigate subversives, you will find that in every instance the Commu- 
nists have succeeded i n persuading many loyal Americans that the 
institution involved was in danger by the fact that it was being inves- 
tigated for subversives rather than the fact that if it were cleaned up 
it would be much stronger and healthier. That is a phenomenon we 
witness right along. 
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There is one other way that Communists affect this thing that I 
think we should know, and that is by creating a fad or fashion among 
the sophisticated readers of the New Yorker, for instance, people 
who substitute sophistication for intellect, people who want to be 
allegedly up to date in their thinking. The Communists have a great 
facility through their concealed members—and we must remember if 
we look at the Communist front lists and know that 90 percent of the 
Communist fronters are Communists—you will have to take my word 
for that, but I think events will prove that as we go forward—you 
can appreciate they have people who are in important positions and 
can command some respect to carry on these undertakings. ‘These 
people are not known specifically as Communists, and therefore their 
word is much stronger. They thereby create this fad or fashion that 
what the Communists want is the correct way to think and act. 

I will give you an example from the past so it won’t seem to 
be too current and won’t step on too many toes. 

There was the case of Representative Dies and Shirley Temple. 
Representative Dies was attacked, as everyone is who endeavors to 
touch the Communist conspiracy at any nerve center. He was driven 
to the point of nervous exhaustion. One of the things brought up 
about him was—even my good friend, Heywood Broun, continued 
to popularize this, laughing about it in an idiotic way—the alleged 
fact that Dies had called Shirley Temple a Communist and she was 
merely a little girl. Nothing of the sort had occurred. It was an 
absolute falsehood. What had occurred was that on a list of Com- 
munist-front members which Dies had put into the record Shirley 
Temple’s name appeared. ‘That wascorrect. But no one had accused 
her of being a Communist. Yet there was great laughter everywhere 
among the sophisticated that Dies, this low-brow Texan, had named 
Shirley Temple as a Communist. 

It is in that fashion that they proceed. That is the way they 
destroyed the book by William White, the report on the Russians. 
I remember exactly how that operation was carried into effect; how 
they got reviews in certain publications which destroyed that book. 
They planned to do it. If they can destroy a book, they can destroy 
a person, and also, in addition to that, they can forward Communist- 
coined ideas. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, on the basis of your background and expe- 
rience, What is your appraisal of the Soviet trade offensive? 

Mr. Bupenz. This is another great current victory for what Moscow 
orders the Communists to do; in other words, a victory for the Com- 
munist line. In April 1952, there was held in Moscow the World 
Economic Conference. At that time it was reported that this confer- 
ence was not a very great success. Only a few western businessmen 
of any prominence attended it. But those who observed that did not 
understand the Communists. ‘The Reds immediately began a barrage 
in all of these directive papers of theirs throughout the world. They 
began their work among their various underground people in all the 
agencies that they could think of. You emphasized everywhere, East- 
West trade, East-West trade. It appears in all the current documents 
that I have before me. Eventually we had the condition where Great 
Britain broke down and where, incidentally, also other nations broke 
down, and where eventually the United States broke down, because 
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today there is an enlarged list of materials which can go to Soviet 
Russia, the latest edition being made in August. This includes gen- 
erators, machine tools, tractors. 

Mr. Arens. Isn’t there such a thing asa critical and noncritical list? 

Mr. Bupenz. In actuality, there is no such thing. 

Mr. Arens. And upon what basis do you make that observation ? 

Mr. Bupenz. I make that observation on a number of bases. If we 
realistically understand that what is being waged is world war III 
by the Soviet Union—and that is what it is, and it will continue to be 
such as long as we do not bring things to a halt by recognizing reality— 
then anything which aids the Soviet world to correct its own gross 
deficiencies helps it to build up its war machine. 

Winston Churchill gave us a lesson in that in World War IT. You 
remember that Mr. Hoover, out of the goodness of his heart—I refer 
to Herbert Hoover—wished to send food and clothing to the children 
of the Low Countries when those countries were occupied by Hitler. 
Mr. Churchill refused, saying that that would give aid and comfort 
to the enemy, would be used for the prestige of the ene my, the morale 
of the population under the enemy, and also to help stabilize the 
economy under the enemy. As a matter of fact, what is noncritical 
material anyway? All things are used in war. You have to feed 
your armies. You need tractors to do that. You have to have ma- 
chine tools for all sorts of war production as well as for production 
which in itself is not of a warlike nature all the time, but which is 
strained to the utmost in time of war. It is quite clear that there is 
no such thing as “critical” and “noncritical” materials, 

Then, in addition to that, you have the fact that East-West trade is 
used as a political weapon, and always has been, by Soviet Russia. It 
was used before World War II as a political weapon over a number 
of countries. If we go into trade with Soviet Russia and other na- 
tions do the same, they are going to rue the day, because they are deal- 
ing with a controlled economy under a dictatorship. Whenever 
Soviet Russia wants to create a depressed condition in certain of our 
industries, at least percentagewise, it can do so by halting the trade 
after it is established. That is a most serious thing 

By the way, a writer in the New York Times about 2 weeks ago 
pointed to that very emphatically, and I think very correctly. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, several weeks ago we had before the In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee Mr. Abner Green, who is the executive 
secretary of the American Committee for the Protection of Foreign 
Born, at which time we interrogated him with respect to the activities 
of himself and his organization in undertaking to destroy the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act, to cause it to be repealed or to be weak- 
ened by emasculating amendments. 

Would you express yourself with reference to the subject of why 
the Communist Party would be interested in destroying the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act? 

Mr. Bupenz. That is very clear. It is due to the fact that this 
act puts certain safeguards against Communist infiltration into the 
United States. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any relationship or is there an intimate rela- 
tionship between the immigration system in this country and the Com- 
munist conspiracy which operates in this country ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. Most cecidedly. 
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Mr. Arens. Could you elaborate on that on the basis of your back- 
ground and experience ¢ 

Mr. Bupenz. Yes; 1 could. 

Without naming names, because it is a matter of national security, 
just the other day I was presented by an intelligence agency with a 
picture of a young person, at the time the photo was taken, who was 
a Soviet espionage agent in Europe under another name than that 
which I recognized later. I was asked who that person was. I said, 
“That is one of the leading members of the Communist Party of 
the United States today.” ‘There is a constant interrelation between 
the espionage agencies of Soviet Russia in Europe and other countries 
and certain leading members of the Communist Party in the United 
States, 

As a matter of fact, a number of those are engaged in espionage 
right here, such as Boleslaw Gebert was when he was one of the 
leading members of the Communist Party, now one of the leading 
members of the Communist Party of Poland. 

In addition to that, there is a constant interrelation between the 
Soviet and satellite consulates in the Communist Party under a pro- 
gram which Gebert outlined for me in 1945, and about which I have 
testified before this subcommittee several years ago. 

Mr. Arens. How does the Communist Party and the Communists 
operate or dupe organizations and do-gooders, people in this Nation, 
to follow their line, such as the line to repeal or emasculate the 
Immigration and Nationality Act? * What is the modus operandi on 
that? 

Mr. Bupenz. Of course, they appeal to the instinct to reform of 
many good people. They appeal to certain prejudices as passions. 
They appeal maybe to certain weaknesses in the act which are not 
fundamental. They appeal, in other words, to this idea of reform, 
whereas they are the greatest enemies of reform. 

As an example, the Communists ery out all the time—and this 
gives them entree into the camp of reform—that they are in the fore- 
front of the fight for labor rights. Wherever they establish Soviet 
power they crush the trade unions. They establish shells cynically 
called unions which are production machines, which dare not represent 
the grievances of the workers, which dare not have strikes, which dare 
not act as a regular trade union would. 

Thus it is in other matters of that sort. 

Incidentally, in regard to the importance of the Immigration Act 
to the Communist conspiracy, let us remember Gerhart Eisler, the 
Communist international representative, sneaked over here. Let us 
remember Jacob Golos, who was in charge of Communist espionage 
aayaer the World Tourists, was here as an alien. Let us remember 
that J. Peters, who directed Whittaker Chambers and Alger Hiss, 
was likewise one of the same character. All of these people were 
smuggled in here in the Communist International apparatus, and I 
could name scores of them, some of whom have been deported, some 
of whom are still here. The head of the International Workers 
Order up until recently, this man known as A. W. Mills or Saul 
Milgrom, an illegal alien in this country, is an example. The entire 
controlling factors in the Communist. apparatus are een of 
aliens, and most of them aliens entering in some illegal manner 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Budenz, on the basis of your background and 
experience, can you give us an appraisal as to whether or not the 
diplomatic estab lishments in this country of the Iron Curtain coun- 
tries are legitimate diplomatic establishments. 

me. suDENz. Well, we have not only what Gebert advised me was 
to be the use of these governments as links with the Communist 
Party and espionage in this country. We have back of that the pre- 
vious procedure of the Soviet E mbassy, which was nothing but an 
espionage agency here in this country, to my own knowledge. That 
is to say, you h: id a man like Sergei Kournakoff, who was a constant 
runner between the Soviet consulate and the Communist Party leaders, 
giving directives on espionage and infiltration. You have had all of 
these various couriers like Felix Kusman and others brought up in 
hearings over and over again, and I am not going to repeat them. 
When the Soviet Embassy was the sole Red diplomatic agency here, 
it directed the espionage. 

This is all brought out now in the testimony of this Vladimir 
Petrov once more, in Australia. I again recommend to the subcom- 
mittee for its consideration the report of the Royal Commission on 
Espionage, in which he shows that practically every consulate and 
diplomatic officer of Soviet Russia and its satellite regimes was a 
representative or officer of one of these directorates of espionage. 
Practically everyone, the First Secretary, the Second Secretary, and 
the Third Secretary, were engaged in one or the other of these direc- 
torates of infiltrating the country in order to establish espionage nests. 

Mr. Arens. Are there Communist Party members in the United 
States today, members as such, as you and I would join the Rotary 
Club? 

Mr. Bupenz. That is an interesting question, because there never 
were very many members running around showing cards. The Com- 
munists never introduce themselves to each other by cards. I have 
only seen about six Communist Party cards in my entire Communist 
career, and I was very active. The Communists do not go up to 
anyone and say, “This is my card, Comrade.” 

Mr. Arens. In other words, conspirators don’t advertise their 
conspiracy. 

Mr. Bupenz. You are introduced to another comrade whom you 
didn’t know, by his superior officer. Theirs is a supermilitary organ- 
ization. If I want to meet a man for any particular purpose, whether 
it be open Communist Party work or underground work, I go to the 
officer above him, the functionary above him, and he introduces me 
to this man and says, “This is Comrade Budenz, who is to be relied 
upon and whose instructions you are to take.” Just like a soldier, 
only even more so, the Communists obey every order given them 
then by this person. 

Mr. Arens. I have only one further question, Mr. Chairman, and 
then perhaps Mr. Budenz may want to volunteer some observations. 

Mr. Budenz, on the basis of your extensive experience and close 
study of the Communist conspiracy worldwide, where do we go from 
here ? 

Mr. Bupenz. First of all, I have recommended the basis of all our 
future historical travel so far as I can see, and that is the recognition 
of reality, the breaking off of relations with Soviet Russia. If that is 
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done, No. 1, we will no longer have the experience of the bitter defeats 
we have had from Yalta to Geneva. We will no longer have the 
United States eagerly acquiescing in its own defeat, as it did on a 
number of occasions. I mean, for example, when we handed China and 
Poland over to Soviet Russia, and history shows that that was what 
took ple ice. 

We will have an understanding that we are now the world leader 
in a moral sense ef those forces with which to preserve freedom 
against the Soviets. 

Mr. Arens. Can you negotiate with the Soviets on a sound, honest 
basis? 

Mr. Bupenz. You cannot negotiate with them at all. They will not 
negotiate on anything but winning a victory for themselves or accus- 
ing you in propaganda of breaking up the conference which they 
have broken up because they couldn’t get their objectives. That is the 
whole history of our Soviet relations. 

Mr. Arens. Is ary pledge or agreement of the Soviets worth the 
paper it is written on? 

Mr. Bupenz. We have had enough experience in that respect. The 
very first pledge they made they broke immediately. That was the 
pledge when we recognized Soviet Russis in 1933, the pledge that 
there would be no subversive activities in the United States. At that 
very moment Moscow had ordered the Communist Party to extend its 
infiltration through the open letter to the party, which is a very famous 
document, referred to from time to time by the Communists. It was 
precisely in that year 1933 that the whole Washington cell—Lee Press- 
man, Alger Hiss, John Abt, Nathan Witt—went into the Department 
of Agriculture under the benign wing of Henry Agard Wallace and 
used that as a beachhead to infiltrate the Government. The very first 
contact we had with Soviet Russia in the way of recognition was an 
act of betrayal by Soviet Russia of its pledges, and the subsequent 
history has been a history of the same sort. 

May I be privileged, Mr. Arens, to add a word about the nature 
of Soviet communism ? 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead. 

Mr. Bupenz. I think this is very important, even though it may 
seem a bit philosophical. 

Soviet communism is not generally understood, and that is one of 
the difficulties in confronting this whole world situation. Soviet 
communism is not a social or economic theory so much. It is a world 
cutlook. It is an attempt to explain how the world began and how it 
will inevitably end. 

As Stalin said in his famous chapter 4 of the History of the Com- 
munist Party of the Soviet Union, which, if I may use that word in 
this connection, is the bible of the Communists: 

Dialectical materialism is the world outlook of the Marxist-Leninist Party. 

When we analyze “dialectical materialism,” as we cannot afford the 
time to do fully today, we find it is that theory which is determined to 
prove that God does not exist. Not merely to affirm that God does not 
exist, which it does in its assertion that all reality is matter, but to 
prove that he does not exist. 

This proof is going to be given by the establishment of the Com- 
munist society, a society in which there will be no state, no law, no 
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compulsion, no family, no morality. It will be a soc iety, as Lenin 
says, in which for the first time man will enjoy genuine freedom. 
That is Lenin’s statement in State and Revolution. It will be a so- 
ciety, as Marx says, where each will give according to his ability and 
receive according to his needs. It W ill be a society where the Commu- 
nists declare there wil] no longer be neurosis, ill health, or unhappi- 
ness. As a matter of fact, William Z. Foster, in his Twilight of 
World Capitalism, written about 2 years ago, has a concluding chap- 
ter, The Advent of Socialist Man, in which he declares that already 
in Soviet Russia large segments of the population no longer have 
any ne urosis, other segments no longer have any ill health, and some 
are so happy they sing all the day long. That is a strange picture to 
present without any aie nce, because he gives no documents or au- 
thorities, and we know of the 15 million people in slave-labor camps 
and the labor-passport system, the Red terror, the secret police, and 
the other indications of repression, which certainly would make me 
neurotic, and I am sure many other people—not to mention the ill 
health and other things of that sort which we know exist in the Soviet 
prisons, from the accounts by some of those people who have escaped. 

This is essential. Before the Communist society or perfected society 
for the animal (man)j can come about there must be established the 
world Soviet dictatorship through oceans of blood, by the masses led 
by the vanguard, the chosen few who understand Marxism-Leninism, 
who understand where the world is going. This world Soviet dicta- 
torship, they contend, is absolutely essential if you are going to get 
this Communist society. 

So imbedded is this in Communist thought that Dictator Malenkov 

his report—which now dominates the present Communist line to 
a large extent, along with Stalin’s statements—made in October 1952, 
entitled the report, in order to give dynamism to the Communists of 
the world, On the Threshold of Communism—on the threshold of 
this earthly paradise. 

It is true, on page 85 of the English authorized edition, he says that 
the transition is going to be gradual from socialism, the first stage, 
now existing in Soviet Russia, to communism, when this dictatorship 
will “oe away and the society of unrestraint will come into exist- 
ence, but he concludes with this battle cry which he must always use, 
“Under the banner of the immortal Lenin, under the wise leadership 
of the great Stalin, forward to the victory of communism,” or this 
society of unrestraint where the state will wither away, where the 
dictatorship will wither away, but which cannot be achieved until 
the world Soviet dictatorship is established. 

You can see, and the reason I have emphasized it, the fatalism and 
fanaticism involved in this viewpoint. 

Mr. Arens. Isn’t there a paradox, Mr. Budenz, that God-fearing 
people are now marching to the tune of the Communist philosophy ? 

Mr. Bupenz. Not so much the Communist philosophy. 

Mr. Arens. To the Communist line. 

Mr. Bupenz. As the Communist line. We must distinguish, first, 
the nature of communism and its philosophy, which only a few accept ; 
second, the Communist line, which is accepted by many because it is 
sent through a prism, sent through transmission belts which are non- 
Communist, which is a great Communist device; and third, as I said, 
the Communist attitude on reforms, which confuses many people. 
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Yes, it was remarked 18 years ago by Pius XI in his encyclical « 
atheistic communism, that many people who did a agree with the 
philos ophy of communism nevertheless went along forwarding—he 
didn’t eall it specificall y the “line,” but his definition of it was the line. 

What I wish to emphasize is that when this is appreciated, this 
fanaticism which is even more so than that of the Moslems when they 
threatened the ex!sten ce of E urop e hundreds of years ago, there is no 
way you can accomm «late this force, there is no way you can come to 
avreement with it, there is no way you can negotiate, because it is 
determined to destroy you. That must be its a because that is the 
only way it is going to get this Communist oclety. 

Let us suppose that Dictator Malenkov cynically thought maybe 
this Communist society where man is going to have no ill health, no 
neurosis, and no cshentlaamicdind where, incide ntally, the forces of 
nature are going to be conquered, too—cannot be achieved. Neverthe- 
less he must raise it if he is going to have followers throughout the 
world, if he is going to maintain power, if he is going to be able to 
forw: ue ‘the Soviet dictatorship. He must do it. Consequently, it is 
the thing that colors and vive forward all that the Communists do. 

We wouldn't have to have any experiences from Yalta to Geneva to 
teach us if we understood the nature of Soviet communism that the 
J.remlin cannot of its very nature be satisfied with anything less than 
world conquest. 

Mr. roe ns. Thank you very much, Mr. Budenz. 

Senator Burirr. I have no further questions. 

Mr. B ac nz, 1 want to thank you again for coming to Washington 
and appearing before this isda, We appreciate very much 
your testimony. 

(Whe upon, at 11:45 a. m., the subecom) Littee recessed ) 





